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foon as the Chancellor of the Exchequer came into 
the Houfe, a profound filence took place, although we 
ever witnefled a fuller attendance, „nd the Speaker 
a!led to Mr. Alderman Newnham, 
Alderman Newnham rofe, and addreffed 
following words :— 


5 l R; 


am extren ely happy that the Motion which I was to 
iad the he of making this day, is nsw no longei 
ry; and it is -with tie moft fincere and hearttelt.fatis- 

that I inform the Houfe that I declin banacing it 


Chai man Alderman 
Newnham, 


Drake then rofe, and began.. with fuygiaige, that as He Mr. 


who had jo ed his feeble voic f s Mr. Drake 
it. B o -poflifles 
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poffefles a moft powerful voice, and always fpeaks un 
megly loud, there was an univerfal roar af laughter. } 
D.i.'e, with great good hwmeur, joined in the mira. of 
mome n, and rallied, by ‘saying, that undoubtedly his vç 
feeble by nature, but moft feeble when weighed v 





was 1. 
the lic. ortance of the perfon who pe'leffed it; he 
joinee ‘owever, his hearty voice to thofe moft honoured 2 


refpectable men, who had endeavoured to perfuade the FP 
A'latrman to defift from his purpofe, and his motive for 
doimg, had been a fincere wifh to foothe ad not to irrita 
to calm and not difturb, to heal and no to wound, where 
hoped the moft perfect harmony and hz dpinefs always to 
vail. He declared his unfeigned joy at aving heard that 
motion was not to be made, and faid, it muft fill with gl 
nefs every heart that felt as it ought to do, a due refpec? 
parental authority, and filial duty'and obedience, and a pre 
fenfe of the honour of that Houfe, and of the country. 
ame that threatened fo much evil was pafled, and he trufi 
for ever paflid, and that they fhould never find any branc’ 
the Royal Family flanding forward in that Houfe againit 
Sovereign, litigant and hoftile. Mr. Drake profeffcd his 
alty and attachment to his Sovereign, the love of whofe 
ple, for his royal perfon, had, he faid, ön a late affeć 
occafion, been manifefted in a way the moft ewident 
univerfally diftinguifhing. He declared his anxious wi: 
that his majefty might continue te reign over a great, a l: 
and an united people, tilk the utmoft period of humanity, 
that when by a courfe of nature his fucceflor fhould m 
his throne, that he might copy the pious example of his 
Father, and by the fame purity of marwmers, and the fame 
tenor of conduét, render himfelf equally the objet ¢ 
people’s love, refpect, and reverence. He fpoke of he! 
jefty in terms of enthufiaftic efteem and admiration, an 
a variety œ ardent expteffions of fatisfaction, in w 
sermed the /unMine of the day, from the happinefs of the 
= | 
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ad occurred, he thanked the Houfe for their indu'gence, 
eclared, the warmth of his feelings had itnpelled hime 3 


r the few thoughts that occurred to him, in a verv af- 


‘ed and unconnected ftyle, bet the excefMfive gladi. -fs of 


art was fuperior to eloquence, and the pleafa’ -fs of 
ifations afm Q@ deprived him of the power ag his 


nents intelligibly. 
ie Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, he believed he need not 
ow heartily he concurred in the joy which the Hon. 
leman exprefled, and which he was convinced every 
leman felt in co. imon with him, at finding that the Hon. 
{trate had at laft difcovered, that in confequence of fteps 
recently taken by his Royal Highnefs the Prince of 
‘sy the meafure which he had taken was unneceflary; a 
are which he was convinced none of thofe Gentlemen 
intended to fupport it, would have fupported if they had 
een convinced of its neceflity, but which thofe who in- 
d to oppofe it, were equally convinced was not neceffary. 
ould not, for his own part, avoid declaring, that as he 
il along conficered it to be unneceflary, fo he did not 
ce it was more fo than at the time the notice was given, 
e was extremely happy to find that tree Hon. Alderman 
œ were at laft of the fame opinion on the fubje&. 
- Rolle declared, that he was extremely’glad to find that 
tionsthat could not be difcuffed without infinite mifchief 
> country, was withdrawn. He fafd, what the terms 
apon which the difference had been compiomifed, was 
tire fecret to him, but whatever the terms were, if it 
l hereafter appear that any conceflious had been made 
liating to the country, or difhonourable in themfelvwes, 
suld be the man to ftand up in that Floufe, and ftigma- 
nem as they deferved. He hoped, however, that was 
e cafe, and he fincerely rejoiced that the motion was 
fawn. 


BE 2 Nir; 


Mr. W. Pitt. 


M ie Rolle. 
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Mr, Fox faid, he trufted nothing would occur to aa” 
Ù wnimity that every man muft with fhould mark the 
duct, on an occafion in which every man muft feel the .. 
fatis lion, and he wou'd certainly take care that ni 
he fa.’ ‘hold caufe the difcuffion of a fubject that had 
better nau. s it was; but it was incua.bent upon h 
declai | that he was then, as much as he ever had been, 
vinced that the motion had been neceflary, as much fo a 
was at that moment convinced it was no longer necei. 
Mr. Fox added, that it would remain to be feen by f 
fubf{tantial aéts, whether the motior had been nece 
or not. 
Mr.wW.Pitt. © The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, that he was equ 
averfe with the Richt Hon. Gentleman from faying any tl 
that could lead to a difcuffion of the fubject, but he muft 
that he knew of nothing that could make the motion lef 
ccflary now than it had ever been, for nothing had t 
place that might not have been brought about, without 
fwch interference as that which had been reforted to. A 
What the Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Rolle) had faid, of term 
conditions, he knew of none that had been made; and’ 
refpect to fubftantral actions that the Right Hon. Gentl 
had alluded to, there was nothing could be done on one 


except in confequence of certain iteps to be previoufly 
on the other. 


TA 





Mr. Rolle. Mr. Rolle rofe again, and faid he had, he trufled 
greateft loyalty for his Sovereign, and for every part o 
Royal Family, whom-he fhould ever wifh to fee fupp 
with a dignity becoming their rank, and becoming the cha: 
of the country ; but his feelings went not to the individ 
he had no perfonal favour to look for orexpect, and he wu 
his tuture ations to be the teft of his conduct. With: 
to what he might do in refpect to the fubject under cor 
tion, he ftood there in a pubiic character as a Mem} 
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ent, having a public duty to difcharge, and therefore 
repeat, that if it fhould hereafter appear that the 
ehe compromife had been humiliating or difhonour- 


fhould hold it incumbent npon him to decla; that 

sre fo, without at al! confiderim who it might aft 

Chaicellor“of the Exchequer affured the Hon man, Mr.W.Pitt. 
erfon could, entertain a doubt of his einge s “dated 


ives the moft pure and loyal that any Gentleimas could 
[t was a fuòje®t on which he hoped and believed no 
nan could act on motives of a different nature. As to 
arehen ns o difhanourable concefiions having been 
there were no cnceffions or any fort made on the pert 
perfon, who was the higheft and molt diitinguifhed 
uld. be, on che prefent cccafion alluded to; the con- 
hat perfon had purfued was uniform and confiftent 
hout, and he had not, in any one inftance, departed 
hofe principles that had all along influenced him. 
Fox rofe again to obferve, that he had faid nothing mr. Fox. 
terms, and that he thought the mention of any thing 
rms highly improper, and as objectionable as the Right 
Gentleman could pofibty think it himfelf ; but as the 
Hon. Gentleman had thought proper to fay, that the 
& of one party had bern uniform and confiftent, it be- 
his duty to declare, that the conduct of the’other party 
d te had been equaliy uniform, and that the mott clear 
cplicit declaration had been made to explain, that ngthing 
hat was maft refpectful and moft proper had ever been 
ied, ‘It was therefore to be hoped, that both parties, by 
ly purfuing their feperate and diftinct lin s of conduct 
| meet at loft, and when-the difference tnat had prevailed 
. be found to have arifen merely from a mifund critanding, 
. complete reconciliation fhouid take piace. 
> Sheridan concluded with paying a delicate and ju- ri.. ene. 
.¢ compliment to the Lady to whom it was luppolo "=m 
> parliamentary allufions had been pointed, 2firmin.: 


4 


2 
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To 


heri- 
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that ignorance and vulgar folly alone could have perf 
in attempting to detraét from a character, upon which 
cou'd fix no juft reproach, and which was in reality 
to the ‘rueft and moft general refpect. 


T HorsE TAx FARMING DILL: 


The Order ur the Day was read for the Houfe to ret 
itfelf into a Committee upon the Bill, authorizing the F 
ing of the Taxon Poft Horfes, and upon the Speaker’s pu 
the gueftion, ** that he leave the Chair,” 

Mr. Sheridan rofe and faif, he would t detain the 1. 
two minutes, but as he had happened to e otherwife engage 
and not able to attend his duty in that fe when the B 
had been laft debated, he thought it neceflary to fay, that 
fhould take the opportunity of delivering his fentiments agai 
the Bill at the next proper ftage of it, viz. the third readin 
for the prefent, as he confidered the Bill as totally unfit 


pafs, he fhould take the fenfe of the Houfe again{ft the S peak’ 
leaving the Chair. 


The Houfe accordingly divided, 
| Ayes 147, Noes 100. 
The Houfe then.went into a Committee, and filled up 
blanks after a long and defultory converfation upon the fev. 
topics that the different blanks fuggefted. The fpeakers w 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Rofe, the Maftei 
the Rolls, Mr. Smith, Mr. 


Drake, &c. &c. &c. 


Having gone through the Bill, the Houfe was refi 
and after ordering the Report to he received on Monday, 
Houfe adjourned, it being eight o’clock. 








Pulteney, Mr. Powys, 
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Āfsnday, May 7. 


SPpPIrIT RETAILERS LICENCES. 


Order of the Day having been read for the Houfe to 
itfelf into a Committee of Ways and ns, the 
left the Chair, and Mer. Gilbert cook nis fea. at the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer rofe in purfuance of the Mr.W.Pitt. 
he hid given, to propofe an additional price on. the 
= sof Ñetail I calers in Spirit. Tke Houfe would re- 
<t, that when h: firít mentioned his intention of pro- 
iz this meafure which was on his opening the queftion 
ie French Commercial Treaty, he had ftated two reafons 
-h induced him to determine on that meafure, the one for 
surpofe of making fome compenfation to counterbalance 
eventual lofs the revenue might fuftain from the reduction 
1e duties on {pirits, and the other to apply fome check to 
‘tailing of fpirits among the lower clafles of people, which 
` otherwife be too much increafed in confequence of that 
jon, tothe great prejudice of the morals and induftry of 
ountry.—He had in arranging this new duty, endeavour- 
proportion it in that manner, that had always been fol- 
d by him whenever it was applicable to the fubject, by 
2afing it according to the rate of the circumftances of thofe 
‘vere to pay it. The criterion he had in this indtance 
to afcertaii that proportion, was one to which he be- 
no objection could be made in point of reafanable fair- 
ad accuracy ;—it was the rent ‘of the Houfe. He be- 
this. was in gencral ah unerring guide by which to 
tte the trade of a pubdlic-houfe, becaufe the rent was 
{fure to rife or fall with the bufineis, which was evident 
he good will of fuch houfes, which fignified the trade 
-ways confidered in bargaining either for the rent or 
es of them. He propofed to lay an additioh of 2). 


B 4 on 


Alderman 
Hammet. 


Mr. 


Pitt. 





PARLIAMENTARY 


on every licence where the rent of the houfe did notha: 
ol. per annum; an addition of 2l. 8s. where the reen 
ceeded rcl. and did not pafs 15]. and fo on, increalmaed 
rate On Cs. for every increa’e of 51. in the rent, up to Sye. 
annum ; e after that he fhould make no diftinction, vt- 
had leat. from very accurate enquiries, that in houf 
higher cnt th. . 50l. there was rather a lefs confumpti 
fmirits .han in lower rented houfes.—-In order that this 
might fall lefs heavily on thofe who were to pay it, he fh 
fpopofe that it fhould be paid by inftalments of fix we’ 
which would make eight payments in the ye , by 
means the retailer would have to pay it very fhortly afte 
bad himfelf received it from his cuftomer. ; and thus the A 


ral payments from the loweft clafs of houtcs would be bui. 


each, which would be fo trifling that it could hardly beg 
The method of collecting it, was to be by the Excife Ofig. 
in their rounds.—The whole amount of the addition he. 
pected would arife to revenue from this meafure, he eftini: 
at about 8o0,cool. 

He then moved, that an additional duty of 2}. fhou! 
paid for a licewceto retail fpirits, in any houfe, the re 
which did not ¢xceed rol. per annum. 

Mr. Alderman Hammet faid, he fhould always objeé 
perfon2] taxes, as of a nature invidious and unconftitutio 
He had before ftated his objections to taxes that went. to fi. 
out patticular defcriptions of men, and unlefs it was not 
fible to raife the money in any other way, he fhould ftill 


to fuch a tax, as repugnant to the principles and fpirit 
Britifh Government, 








Hei aweadce ON W INE. ~ 


The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee i 
whole Houfe, Mr. Rofe in the Chair, 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer obferved, that, a 
muít be many Importers of Wine who would neceffari 
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gnfiderable {tock on hand, after the reduction of the duty 
$ to take place; nd as it had been underitood by them 
at an allowance Thould be made, he fhould propofe a draw- 





ck in proportion to the difference between the old ang new 
ity to be paid for all wine on kand above one ton,—the 
tantity to be afcertained between the Sth and 5th cf this 
wefent month. The Chancellor of the Exche uer concluded 
“ith moving, 
«c That there fhall be paid to fuch dealers, as fhall have in 
cheir pofieffion any quantity of Wine, exceeding 252 gallons, 
between the éehand 15th of May, a fum equal to the dif- 
zrence of the duties which have been paid on the importation 
» fuch Wines, and he duties which fhould be payable after 
the roth of May, 787.” 
Mr. Mediey ftated a cafe of the diffculty of removing Wines Mr.Medley. 
under the late Act. 
Mr. Dempfter afked, if the drawback extended to perfons Mr. Demp- 
."ng more than a ton of Wine in bottles, as well as in i 
zåfks ? 
.The Cha:cellor of the Exchequer anfwered, that it did, and Mr.W.Fute 
ataton was taken as the criterion to decide who ought tobe 
.mtitled to the drawback, becaufe it was fair to fuppofe, that 
hofe who had lefs Wine by them than a ton, were not Im- 
sorters, and Importers were the defcription of Dealers in Wine 
eft entitled to relief. 
Mr. Rofe (who was Chairman of the Committee) ftated to Mr. Rofes 
derman Newnham, that no Motion could be made that did 
t come within the direct purpofe for which the Committee 
nor unlefs fuch a matter had been grounded on fome paper 
ered to the Committee’s confideration. 
The Motion was agreed to. 


ELIEF OF SETTLERS IN EAST FLORIDA. 


ne Chancellor of the Exchequer moved, that a fum of about mr.w.Pitt. 
ool. be granted towards the cOmpenfation of fuch of the 
fettlers 
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fettlers of Eaft Florida as kad fuffered by the cefon of t 
province to the Crown of Spain, and wnhote lotics had be 
afcertained and determined by the Commiffioners e ppoint 
for that purpofe. ‘This fum, he faid, would be 40 per ce: 
on the whole fum, which would put thefe perfons on a fod 
ing with th American Loyalifts. 
ee Demp- Mr. Demp/i. - was difflatisfied at the excluf2n of the fettler 
` of Weft Florida from the fame indulgcnce as was to be e¥ 
tended to thofe of Eaft Florida, who, befides the misfortun 
of having had thcir country a fcene of war, had alfo equal): 
fuffered with the other perfons, by a fimilar cei a at the con 
clufion of the peace, and had greater merit, from the refiftanc 
they made when attacked, although tha refiftance were inef 
fecétual, in confequence of the fuperior force of the enemy. 
Mr.W.Pitt. The Chancellor of the Exchequer anfwered, that Eaft Florid 
) alone had been ceded to Spain atthe peace. Weft Florida hae 
fallen into the hands of that power, during the war, by con. 
queft, and was only confirmed to them atthe peace, He faid 
that Weft Florida having been conquered, there could be ne 
principle on which the inhabitants were intitled to compenf 
tion for their Ices, that would not equally apply to perfo» 
whofe fhips fhould have been captured by the enemy, or fhoul 
have fuffered in any other manner, in confequence of a war. 
ti Demp- Mr. Demp/fter (ll thought the people of Weft Florida wer: 
hardly and unjuftly treated. 


Free Ports IN THE WeEstT-INDIES. 


a Mr. IV. Grenville moved, <c that the Houfe refolve ith 
into a Committee of the whole Houfe, to take the Trade a 
Commerce of the’country into cunfideration.”’ 

The Motion having been agreed to, Mr. Grenville ftate:’ 
the Committee, that the opening Free Ports in two of o 
W <ft-India iflands, was a meafure that had been adopted 
long ago as the year 1766, and continued fince under va 
Acts of Parliament. In 1766, four Free Ports had 

or 
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opened in the ifland of Jamaica, and two in that of Dominica, 
During the war, the Bill authorizing the two Free Ports in 
the ifland-of Dominica had been fuffered to expire, and the 
Bill authorizing the four Free Port in the ifland of Jamaica 
would expire next year. He meant, therefore, to bring ina 
Bill to authorize the continuance of four Free Ports in the 
ifland of Jamaica, and the opening a Free Por in the ifland 
of Dominica, and in feveral other Weft-India iflands. Mr. 
Grenville ftated, that experience had proved the opening of 
Free Ports in Jamaica and Dominica to have been a wife mea- 
fure, anda afure highly beneficial to trade and commerce; 
but at the fame time it was intended to put the Free Ports 
under certain regulati ns and reftrictions, for the future, which 
had been found to be neceflary. He faid a few words as to 
the particular ports in the feveral iflands that he had fixed ` 
upon, and then made a Motion for leave to bring in a Bill 
for the purpofe. 

Mr. Burke faid, he well remembered the nature and turn Mr. Burke. 
of the debate, when the meafure had been originally propofed. 
At that time, the late Mr. Alderman Beckford violently op- 
pofed it, declaring, that the opening of Free Ports would ruin 
our Weit-India trade completely, and be attended with infi- 
nite mifchief; but the worthy Magiftrate had at laft dropped 
his oppofition, with infifting that the ifland of Jamaica fhould 
have its fþare of the mifchief he had deprecated, and thence it 
was that four free ports were opened in that ifland. Indeed, Mr. 
Burke faid, in a fhort time there was fcarcely an ifland in the 
Weit-Indies that did not become a petitioner for being ad- 
mitted afharer in the faid mifchief, ‘as it was pretty obvious 
that a Free Port would prove bighly advantageous to the ifland 
where fuch port was fituated. He concluded with exprefling 
his fatisfaction that the meafure was to be fuftained, fince he 


was convinced Free Ports were a great encouragement to trade 
and COinmerce. 


‘The 
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The Refolution was agreed to; and, as foon as the Houfe 
was refurned, the Report was made, and a Biil ordered to be 
prepared and brought in. 


COAL C RADE. 


aS Lord Afulgraue faid, he wiilied to call the attention of the 
Floufe toa mitter of very ferious importance, although, in 
compliance with the forms and rules of that Houfe, it was ne- 
cefjarity brought forward in the fhape of a private Bill. His 
Lordfhip then explained, that he had in his hand a petition to 
pray tie Houfe to receive another petition for ve to bring 
in a private Bill, although the time of receiving fuch petitions 
was expired. The cbhjccét of the Bill in ueftion was, he faid, 
to fecure to the petitioners the due obieiva ce of certain Acis 
of Parliament made to regulate the Coal Trade many years 
fince, but which Statutes were moft profsly evaded. He added, 
that the late period of the Seffion, inftead of being any argu- 
ment againit the Bill being brought in, ought to operate the 
other way, {ince the Summer was the fcafon of the year moft 
convenient to the Coal fhippers, and the parties, at whofe 
inftance he wifhed to prefznt the petition, had expected that 
the laws in exiftence would have been fufficicnt to have af- 
forded them that protection, fo neceflary to the due and regular 
carrying on cf their bufinef{s, or they would have applied to 
Parliament earlier. 
Sir M. W. Sir Avatihew White Ridicy faid, he was empowered by his 
mae conftituents to object to the bringing in a Rill of that nature 
at the conclufion of a Seion, and declared, that the differences 
that had lately prevailed were now nearly fubfided, but that 
the Bill, inftead of affiiting io quiet them, would have a ten- 
dency to create new animofitics and newdifferences. Sir Mat- 
thew faid fuither, that hc had authority to fay the Bill would 
be ftrenuoufiy opp fed. 
Sued Afai- Lord Aivulerave replied, and declared, that when he was in 
ne the country, two Gentlemen in the trade, men of large pro- 


perty, 
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perty, fairly and honcurably acquired, and men of moft refpect- 
able character, had been deputed to wait on him, from a con- 
fiderable number of perfons in the trade, to ftate the actual 
neceflity of fome parliamentary ftep being taken to enforce the. 
obfervance cf the A&s formerly made, and ftill in force, but 
which were moft fhamefully evaded; that a the time the 
whole fubject was candidly difcufled, with temper and with 
moderation, and by no means with a fpirit of animofity. His 
Lordfhip faid, the Hon. Baronet, by giving notice that the 
Bill would be oppofed, had gone further than he hed done, in 
opening the nature of the application he was making; but he 
muft give him leave to fay, that it was only a part of the Hon. 
Baronet’s conftituests who were adverfe to it; the trade in 
veneral were for it. 

Sir Matthew White Ridley and Mr. Brandling each faid a few a M. W. 
words in reply; and a Member behind Lord Mulgrave was mr. Drak 
rather adverfe to the object, thinking the laws, as they ftood, 98 
held out a fufficient protection to the trade. 

The petition was, on motion, brought up and read. ‘The 
other petition was then, on motion, received and read, and 
leave given to bring inthe Bill. 
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EAaAsT-INDIAN BUDGET. 


Mr. Dundas moved, that the Houfe refolve itfelf into aMmr.Dundas. 
Committee of the whole Houfe, to take the ftate of the Eaft- 
India Company’s affairs into confideration ; and the extrac 
from Lord Cornwallis’s lately received letter, and the feveral 
other accounts upon the table relative to Eaft-Indian affiirs, 
having been referred to the faid Committee, the Speaker left 
the chair, and Lord Frederick Cam pbell took his feat at the 
table. 

Mr. Dundas then began a ftatement of the affairs of the 
Ei ti India Company abroad and at home, with faying, that, 
from the nature of the fubject, Gentlemen would naturally 
im aE nS that he fhould be under the necefhty of taking up a 


confiderable 








PARLIAMENTARY [May 7. 


confid rable portion of the time of the Committee; but, as he 
meant to iay afide every thine extraneous and to go directly. 
to his obj. ct, without alluding in any the fmall« ft degree to 
the various perfonal topics that might be fuppofed to be con- 
nected with it, he trufted he fhould not have occafion to be 
extremely long. He begged moft earneftly, that, for that day 
at leaft, Gentlemen would be fo good as to follow his examp'e 
in that refpect, abftain from mentio: ing any thing perfonal, 
aim confine their anfwers and their obfervations to his argu- 
megt alone, and to the various ftatements that he fhould be 
obliged to make in the courfe of ii. If what fh id fay, 
fhould prove that the ftate of the revenues in Bengal was ex- 
ceedingly reduced, thofe Gentlemen who were difpofed to 
argue, that the reduction of them was folely owing to the 
mifconduct of thofe who had lately had the management of 
them, might referve fuch an argument for the day on which it 
would, with more propriety, be brought forward; and if, on 
the other hand, he fhould pronounce them to bein a promifing 
and profperous way, thofe Gentlemen who might be inclined 
to confider it as a proof of the merit of the late Governor Ge- 
neral, might furely withhold that triumph till the day fhould 
arrive, on which tt would be the moft ufeful for them to make 
the exultation. Having opened his fpeech with an exordium 
of this tendency, -Mr. Dundas proceeded to obferve, that he 
had before ftated, that it would be a proud day for this coun» 
try, whenever he came to declare what the fituation of the 
Faft-India Company’s affairs were, in Indi? and in England. 
To that, be faid, he ftill adhered, and was confident that he 
fhould be able to convince the Committce, that there was 
much of confolation in the Company’s affairs, before he left 
the place where he was {tanding. This, he obferved, might 
reafon2bly be thought an extraordinary declaration, from one 
who had moved for papers then upon the table, from whence 
it appeared that the Company were in debt to the amount of 
many millions in India, and many millions likewife in Eng- 

land. 
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land. Rafh and prefumptuous, however, as it might appear, 
he was bold enough to adhere tọ the aflertion, and he had no 
doubt of being able to fulfil all that he had promifed. But, 
were there no other good effect to arife from the tafk-he had 
undertaken, it would at leaft ferve t put that Houfe in pof- 
fefion of the real itate of affairs in India, and of the affairs of 
the Company; and if the publicity of the conduct of the Gc- 
vernment of this country were a defirable thing, and furely 
every man muft agree that it was, it muft be proper for that 
Houfe to know in what ftate the revenues of our Indian terri- 
tories were hen it was confidered that they were of immenfe 
extent; and when it was confidered, that in thofe territories 
an army of between feventy and eighty thoufand men was kept 
up, it muft be proper for that Houfe to know how fo great an 
army was paid, and to what purpofes that army was applied. 
‘The tafk he was then performing, he confidered as the firft 
difcharge of a yearly duty he meant to impofe upon himfelf, or 
upon the perfon who fhould happen to hold his fituation, fo 
that in future the Houfe fhould have upon its Journals annual 
Refolutions, ftating the actual debt in India, the amount of 
the revenues collected, the expence of tie colleétions, and 
all the various items of account relative to the fubjeét. 
Thofe Refolutions would remain as entries of authority to be 
referred to, whenever there was occafion, arnd would remove 
all doubt ehat might arife hereafter.—Having faid this point- 
edly, Mr. Dundas began to ftate the prefent amount of the 
debt in Bengal, which, he faid, he took from Lord Corn- 
wallis’s letter, where the Committee would find it rated at 
nine millions. It was, however, pretty evident that a million 
or more of it was before this time paid off. The revenues, he 
faid, he was obliged to take from an average of the three 
years, 1781-1782, 1782-1783, and 1783-1784, the two laft 
years accounts, namely, 1784-1785, and 1785-1786, not 
having been received from India. According to the average 
of the three firit years amount of the revenues, they amounted 

to 
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to between four and five millions, but as he wifhed to take every 
thing on the favourable fide of the ftatement rather under than, 
over its amount, he would take them at only four miluons. He 
next ftated the expences of Bengal in general, particularizing 
the charge of the collect.on of the Revenues, the charge of the 
Army, Navy. and Marine, the charge of the Civil Eftablifh- 
ments, and the various other charges that conftituted a part of 
the general expenditure in India. From a comparilon of the 
arnount of thefe, with the amount of the Revenues collected, it 
wauld be found, that deducting the amount of the expenditure 
from the amount of the Receipt, there remained gle furplus 
of one hundred and eighty-five lacks of rupees; and, if he 
fhould have the honour to ftate to the Houle the furplus next 
year, he faid, he had not the {malleft doubt, but that he fhould 
be able to ftate it at two hundred lacks or two crore. He ob- 
ferved, that Lord Cornwallis in his letter declared, that he muft 
fend thirty lacks annually to Bombay, and forty to Madras. 
He ftated his reafons for thinking, that his Lordfhip muft be 
miftaken in his idea of the neceflity of fupplying Madras an- 
nually with forty lacks, and went through the detailed compari- 
fon of the Receipt and Expenditure of the Prefidency, and of 
the Prefidency of Bombay, in like manner as he had done of the 
Receipt and Expenditure of Bengal. All he fhould dedu&, 
therefore, from the furplus of one hundred and eighty-five lacks, 
was thirty Jacks for Bombay, which would leave a furplus ef 
abowt one hundred and fifty lacks, of one million five hundred 
thoufand pounds. 

Having thus ftated the prefent fituation of Receipt and Ex- 
penditure in India, Mr. Dundas fpoke of the debt of the Com- 
pany at home, which he faid amounted to about eight millions, 
and which the Directors, from anegregious error in making out 
their eftimate, had {tated would be paid off all but soo,oool. in 
the year 1790. ‘[he error, he alluded to, was an omiffion of 
any notice of the liberty lately granted to the Company to in- 
creafe their capital, and raife 800,000]. uponthe public. That 
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taken into the account, would not only enable the Company to 
clear their own debt, but likewife to pay Government 320,000). 
He gave ar account of the actual produce of their fales laft year, 
comparing it with the particulars of tke Directors eftimate, and 
fhewing that in moft of the articles the roduce confiderably ex- 
ceeded their calculation. After expztiating upon that circum- 
{tance, and deducing arguments to prove, that there was a pro- 
bability of their fales producing more and more annually, he re- 
turned tothe mention of the debt in India, which he declared ut 
to be his opinion, it would be advifeable to bring over here 
through the medium of inveftments. He faid orders had zone 
out from the Board of Controul for tþat purpofe, but they had 
wifhed to make rather too good a bargain for the public, and 
had offered to take the exchange at 1s. and 8d. the rupee, whica 
the creditors in India thought too low a rate, but there was 
every reafon to believe they would gladly have taken it at one 
[hilling and eleven pence, or at two fhillings. He dwelt upon 
this for fome time, and urged various arguments to prove the 
advantage the creditors of the Company would derive from 
fending home their debts through the medium of Britifh inveft- 
ments, as well as the great public advantage that muft refult 
from the Government in India being lightened of its load, and 
put upon its feet. He particularly prefled upon the Committee 
the fingular benefit that the Government in India would feel in 
cafe of an attack from a native power, or a foreign foe, in con- 
fequence of this circumftance, and declared, that unlefs, an 
European ally was qcombined with one or more of the native 
Princes, little was to be dreaded from the latter. He ftated 
the fums ufually fent from home to China and Bengal to pur- 
chafe iiveftments. The fums foe the latter having been thirteen 
hundred thoufand pounds, but he faid, it had lately been dif- 
covered that the Company had been cheated to a confiderable 
amount in the purchafe of their inve{tments, and the parties 
concerned in fuch frauds were now under profecution. He 
mestioned the nature of the fraud, and declared that he had 
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little doubt but that with better ceconomy the fame inveitment 
in point of actual value might be obtained for a million which 
heretofore had coft the Company thirteen hundred thoufand 
pounds. In order to afctrtain the fact, he faid, Lord Corn- 
wallis had reccived inftrétions to purchafe an inveftment pri- 
vately, and to fend it home, when it might be compared againft 
the inveftments publicly purchafed for the Company. He faid, 
the revenues of Bengal would yield a furplus large enough for 
ary inveftment that had ever been purchafed, and entered into a 
long train of reafoning, to prove that the whole of the Com- 
pany’s cebts, the dcbt in India, and the debt atk me, might be 
liquidated and paid by 1796. He affigned his reafons for confi- 
dering the two debts in a conjunét point of view, and faid, all 
the circumftances of the cafe confidered, it was impoffhible to 
confider them feparately and diftinétly. He declared that he 
had neither expectation nor defire to fee the land revenue en- 
creafed in Bengal; fo far from it, he wifhed the tenure to be 
afcertained by a fort of quit rent. There were many parts, 
however, of the Britifh territories that were uncultivated, and 
if the fubjects of thofe native Princes under whom they could 
not live at eafe, fecurity and comfort, were induced to emigrate 
and come and cultivate them, it might prove the fource of en- 
creafe of revenue. The beft means of holding out fuch an 
allurement would be to convince all India of the fuperior ex- 
cellence, moderation, and juftice of the Britifh Government 
ovez that of any other power, native or foreign, in that quarter 
of the globe. At prefent the Britifh prowinces were, he de- 
clared, in better condition than thofe of any other power in 
India, and their inhabitants more happy. Speaking of the pof- 
ibility of the Company’s improving their circumftances by ex- 
tending their commerce, he faid, a Gentleman who had made 
an ample fortune by trade in India had ftated, that inftead of 
fending out two hundred and feventy-five thoufand pounds worth 
of Pritifh goods to India, five hundred thoufand pounds worth 
night annually be exported; that he had offered to give fecurity 
for 
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for his doing it, and for paying five hundred thoufand pounds of 
the profit of the goods fo fent to India into the Company’s Trea- 
. Íury in China, provided that fum was repaid him in Great-Bri- 
tain. This Mr. Scot had offered tô undertake, but the Com- 
pany had wifely declined acceding te the propofition, from a 
proper idea that if Mr. Scot could doit, they might do it them- 
felves. He complimented the DireStors highly for having turn- 
ed their attention fo properly to the ftate of their commerce, 
and faid, the dilemma into which they found themfelves driven 
by the exigency of their affairs, their diftrefs and perplexity had 
forced them o inveftigate their affairs fully, to look at them 
like Merchants, and fearch for means to improve them as much 
as poffible. Their diftreis, therefore, had produced a very 


eflential good, and they were clearly in the right to purfue the | 


object. He mentioned alfo that Governor Campbell had writ- 
ten home, in preffing terms, to advife an extenfion of the Com- 
pany’s inveftment from Fort St. George, and reafoned upon 
the mode of providing for fuch an inveftment. He acknow- 
ledged he had no thought of expecting much from farther re- 
ductions of the civil eftablifhment, onthe contrary, he faid, he 
thought them in fome inftances rather too much reduced, and 
fhould advife a fmall increafe, when the country had fomewhat 
recovered iticlf. After going through an infinite multitude of 
{tatements, accompanied with fhrewd and pertinent obfervation, 
he mentiosed that he fhould move a {tring of Refolutions; but 
before he did fo, he declared it to be the duty of that Howfe to 
watch the condu& of every part of the Government of India 
with a jealous and a wary eye, and with great energy and em- 
phafis urged the Houfe to continue its watchfulnefs over the 
Board of Controul, as much as any other Bodrd. He read the 
whole of his Motions, and then concluded with moving the 
firft of them. 
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Mr. Francis began a reply, with taking notice of the man- Mr.Francis. 


ner in which the learned Gentleman had deprecated all perfonal 
allufion, and declared his intention to follow the learned and 
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Right Hon. Gentleman’s advice. “That day had been promifed, 
he obferved, to be a proudday, but the Hon. and Learned Gen- 
tleman had changed his tone, and initead of pride aisd triumph, 
he had stalked of confolation and promife. One of the con/olations 
that he had found in the airs of the India Company was, that 
they were nine millions in debt in Bengal, which was ftating 
the Bengal debt much higher than he (Mr. Francis) had ever 
heard it tated. Another confolation was, that thirty lacks of 
rupees were to be fent from Bengal to ‘Bombay, though feven- 
teen lack werc all that had been ufed to be fent there; and the 
Maratta War had been begun exprefsly on the pl that obtain- 
ing fome territory on the Malabar Coaft would yield a revenue, 
and that would render all farther fupply to Bombay from Bengal 
fuperfluous and unneceflary. Mr. Francis contended that there 
was no furplus of the revenues of Bengal, but on the contrary 
a confiderable excefs of expenditure. This he maintained ap- 
peared evidently on the face of the accounts upon the table. 
But if there had been a furplus, to adopt the propofition of tak- 
ing a million of money out of Bengal annually, would be unwife 
in the higheft degree, confidering the very ímall quantity of 
actual fpecie in circulation. Better would it be, Mr. Francis 
faid, to take Bengal and dafh it at once into the fea, than at- 
tempt fo abfurd and prepofterous a thing as to take fo much 
fpecie out of a country fo impoverifhed. He complained of the 
Hon. and Learned Gentleman having chofen to tkep over the 
years 1784-1785 and 1785-1786, and gone back to the three 
years of 1781-1782, 1732-1783, and 1783-1784 for an average, 
to rate the amount of the revenues by, for the ycar 1785-1786; 
and declared, that though the regular and complete accounts of 
the two laft yeurs had not come over, yet that the amount of 
the Revenue collected was tobe come at. Made up, as it was, 
for fifteen months, the whole amount, he infifted upon it, was 
no more than 243 lacks, and yet the Hon. and Learned Gen- 
tieman had talked confidently of four millions. [he fact was, 
the Revenues had decreafed confiderably for the laft five years. 
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He afked why the regular accounts for the laft two years had not 


come oveš, and faid, it proved what ill difcipline the Board of 


Controul exercifed not to oblige “he Company’s feryants in 
India to furnifh the proper accounts ia duc time, declaring, that 
both the years accounts ought to have been before the Houfe. 
He refumed his argument, and contended, that the fum of 
charges on account of collecting the Revenues was not correct, 
that only thirty-nine lacks was taken into the account inftead 
of eighty-three lacks. He admitted, that bringing the Bengal 
debt to England would lighten the hands ct the Government of 
Bengal, but denied that the reafon for the creditors refufing to 
fubfcribe to take the debts through the medium of inveftments, 
was owing to the exchange of the rupee being rated fo low as at 
twenty-pence each. ‘The fact was, the not having any thing 
like a fecurity, that when the debts were tubfcribed, they would 
be paid at all in England, was the reafon, and not the low ex- 
change of the rupee. Nearly a million had been fubfcribed at 
1s. 8d. the rupee, and he was well informed the whole would 
have béen fubfcribed in like manner had the creditors had any 
fort of fecurity that they fhould afterwards get their money in 
England. After a variety of obferyations on different parts of 
Mr. Dundas’s argument, Mr. Francis took notice of what he 
had faid of fixing the tenure of the Landholders in India at a 
certain qu! it-rent, and declared he highly approved of that idea ; 
he always had done fo, and as far as it had been in his power, 
had uniformly laboured to enforce that principle. With regard 
to the accounts upon the table, they were by no means fatif- 
factory. The whole of Lord Cornwalfis’s letter ought to have 
been laid before the Houfe, and various other papers; fome 
efpecially relative to the paper of the Company in circulation in 
Bengal. Mr. Francis reminded the Houte, that he had afked 
for accounts to prove in what refpect the credit of the Company, 
generally confidered, ftood in Benyal, and he had been given to 
underftand, that it fhould be itated, but the Hon. and Learned 
Gentleman had taken little or no notice of it. He produced a 
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letter from Mr. Larkin, the Company’s Accountant General 
in Bengal, who had undertaken a icheme fome years fince to | 
liquidate it, and had declared in high language that the whole 
fhould be paid off by 1786. At the time that Mr. Larkin 
formed this fcheme, the amount of the paper ir circulation was 
little more than‘one hundred Jacks, and it was according to the 
Jateft accounts one hundred and ninety-one Jack, and the dif- 
counts as high as twenty-two per cent. After expatiating a 
good deal upon this, Mr. Francis concluded with declaring, 
that ff Bengal was well governed, he was indifferent as to who 
it was that governed it. For his part, Bengal had proveda 


-fource of vexation and anxiety to him ever fince he had known 


any thing of it. Jn refpect to his property cnly had he any rea- 


fon to rejoice that he never knew it, and he did affure the Hon. 


and Learned Gentleman, that if it were well governed, he 
would never trouble himfeif again with the accounts of Bengal. 
Mr. Grenville began a very able reply with declaring, that if 
the Hon. Gentleman never meddled with Bengal accounts to a 
better purpofe than he had done that evening, it would add con- 
fiderably to his credit that he never meddled with them at all, 
for a more dire¢t mifre; ;-fentation of facts had fcarcely ever been 
attempted. The pon. fena had began his fpeech with 
candidly taking notice of tbe advice given by his Right Hon. 
Friend, not to mix any allufions of a private or perfonal nature 
with what was faid that day, and had promifed to follow it; 
but in his very firft obfervation he had avoided indeed to name 
any perfon, but had mentioncd a meafure, annexing to it all the 
blame that belonged to ity in a manner fo pointed, that it could 
not be miftaken tawhom the Hog. Gentleman meant to afcribe 
the blame. The Hon. Gentleman, he verily believed, found it 
abfolutely impoffible to refrain from alluding invidioufly to a cer- 
tain perfon, or poffibly he would not have done fo. The Hon. 
Gentleman had next pronounced a deficiency to a large amount, 
and denied that there was arty furplus, and he had declared that 
he had fpoken of it before. It was true the Hon. Gentleman 


had 
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had done fo more than once or twice, or thiice; but it was 
equally true his de@laration had been as often anlwcered, and as 
often refuced. “The Hon. Gentleman had taid his Right Hon. 
Friend had gone back to the three years preceding the two laft, 
becaufe in the three years he had taken his average from, the 
collection of the Revenues had been larger than it was in the 
two lait. ‘The aflertion was not true. T'he collcction was not 
larger, neither had his Hon. Friend (Mr. Grenviile faid) for 
tnat reafon reforted to the three former years. “Lhe reafon was, 
as his Hon. Friend had ftated, becaufe no accounts of the two 
latter y nad yet arrived from India; but not, as the Hon. 
Gentieman might be allured, for want of the proper means be- 
ing taken to oblige the fervants in India to make up their ac- 
counts, and tranfmit them home regularly. Every poffible 
exertion had been reforted to in order to enforce that. But 
there was one point which the Hon, Gentleman had declared he 
expected, which he muft of neceflity admit, neither the Board 
of Controul, nor the Board of Directors had it in their power 
to accomplifh by any orders they could fend out, or by any 
means ,they could ufe, viz. the caufing the Accounts of the year 
1786-1787, ending the 31ft of April, 1787, to be completely 
made up in India and tranfmitted to Englend, fo as to be upon 
the table of the Houfe of Commons by the 5th of May in the 
fame year. Another obfervation of the Hon. Gent!eman’s was, 
that the reafon that prevented the Company’s Creditors in India 
to fubfcribe their claims was not owing to the rupees having 
been rated at the exchange of 1s. 8d. but for want of any fecurity 
that they would be ever paid in England. In amfwer to this, 
Mr. Grenville declared an exprefs condition of payment, in a 
limited time, had accompanied the offer of letting the creditors 
fend hoine their claims upon the Company, through the medium 
of inveftments, Mr. Grenville replied to the other arguments 
oe Mr. Francis, in the order that the latter Gentleman had 
{tated them ; and concluded with gongratulating the Committee 
on the pieafing profpect the ftatement of his Right Hon. Friend 
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held out to the country; declaring, he relied with contidence 
on the expectations that his Right Hon. Fr€end had ftated in a 
manner 10 much to his own honour, and, as he trufted it would 
prove, fo the fatisfacti:on ot the public. 

Alr. Francis role to explain, and began by obferving, that 
the Right Hon, Gentleman who had juf fat down always mad- 
it a point to exprefs what he faid, in reply to him, in terms the 
moft perfonally uncivil to him; although he never provoked 
fuch treatment on his part, but that was no matter. As to the 
Right Hon. Gentleman taking upon him to declare, that any 
part of his argument was not true, he knew no r why fo 
indecent and fo unworthy an anfwer fhould be given to any Gen- 
tleman within thefe walls. Did the Right Hon, Gentleman 


think fo difhonourably of him as to imagine he would be bafe 


Air Dundas. 


enough puypolfely and intentionally to ftate a falfhood, or that 
he would be weak and abfurd enough to do fo, had he the bafe- 
nefs to be capable of doing it, when he muft expofe himfelf to 
a direét contradi€tion? He had fpoken as he believed, and he 
{till retained his opinion. Mr. Francis added fome other mat- 
ters of explanation. 

Mr. Dundas rete inimediately and declared, when any Gen- 
tleman took upon kelintelf to charge him with having wiltully 
{kipped and paffed over the two laft years, and reforted to the 
former three, witha view to make a fallacious {ftatement to that 
Houfe, he fhould always take the liberty of declaring that fuch 
a chare was not true. The Hon. Gentleman had talked of 
there being accounts, of fome kind or other received, though 
the regular Accounts were not arrived; was he to be hunting 
about after feraps ef intellizence here and there, and on fuch 
grounds as thofe to come and eravely ftate the fituation of the 
E.aft-India Company’s affairs to Parliament?’ Sure he was, it 
would have been highly improper in him fo to have done, Mr. 
Dundas called Mr. Francis’s altercation about the charges of 
the collection of the land Revenues a miferable cavil, and made 
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ufe of fome other warm remonftrances with Mr. Francis, upon 
the fort of {tyle in which he had replied to his tormer arguments. 

Sir Fames Fohnflone raifed a laugh hy a {hort fpeech, in which eel 
he faid there were, he found, quacks in polincs as well as phyfic; J i 
on the prefent occafion they heard his Right Hon. Friend Doctor 
Tant pis, and the Hon. Gentleman, Doctor Tant mieux. He 
fhould pin his faith on Dr. Tant pis, as he had ftated that the 
debts of the Company, though amounting to nearly 1g millions 
in the whole, would be paid off in one year lefs than he had 
promifed. He wifhed the Doctor would fee if he could pot 
cure them year ftill fooner, in 1795 inftead of 1790; for his 
part he had not expected that they would be paid off in twenty 
years. 

Mr. Burke began with profefling that he rofe with all civility Me. Burke, 
and refpect to the Right Hon. Gentleman who had opened the 
debate, and defired to join ifue with him in declaring, that he 
verily believed we had no manner of reafon to dread any enemy 
in India, unlefs that enemy was joined and fupported by an 
European ally; but as fuch an event was not impoffible to hap- 
pen in the courfe of things, it was a matter to be looked to and 
provided againft, as well as the nature of the cafe would per- 
mit. The conteft of that day, Mr. Burke faid, had been a 
conteft between the Right Hon. Gentleman and Lord Corn- 
wallis; the only way therefore to enable the Committee to de- 
Gide who was inthe right, would have been for the Right Hon. 
Gentleman not to have kept back any part of the evidence? but 
to have acted in a more noble, open, and manly way, and to 
have let them have the whole of Lord CQornwallis’s letter before 
them. By the whole he did not mean the arguments of his 
Lordfhip about India politics. To thofe they had no preten- 
fions; the fubjeét was not before them, and exclufive of the 
impropriety of making it public, they had nothing to do with 
it. or his part the Right Hon. Gentleman would excufe 
him, if he declared, that confidering that Lord Cornwallis was 
at the fountain head of intelligence, upon the fpot where the 
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tranfactions he alluded to were going on, he was inclined to 
prefer the moderate, cool, and confined Meas of Lord Corns 
wallis refpecting the future ftate of the Company’ s affairs in 


Bengdl, to the more fanguine fpeculations of the Right Hon. 


Gentleman, though clo&thed with high authority, and pofleffed 
undoubtedly ef the means of obtaining much authentic informa- 
tion on the fubjec&t. Mr. Burke obferved upon the magnitude 
of the propofition of taking nine millions of debt out of Bengal, 

and adding it to our debt at home, and after dwelling upon the 
difficulty and the time that the liquidating fo large a debt would 
coft, proceeded to animadvert upon the idea of ng near a 
million out of the revenues of Bengal to Madras and Bombay, 
and after that expecting that the revenues of Bengal could bear 
to be appropriated to the purchafe of inveftments. He treated 
thefe’ fpeculations as extravagant and impracticable. He faid, 
he did not know whether he ought te confider fuch fymptoms 
as the faculty did the facies Hippocratica, as the fymptoms of 
approaching death, or óf the poffibility of cure, but to continue 
to draw fuch fums out of Bengal without making any return of 
fpecie or wealth, appeared to him as unreafonable as to expecta 
human being to exift under a ftate of perpetual bleeding and 
purging, withousadminiftering the fmalleft portion of food to 
fupport fuch anexhaufting practice. What was to fructify our 
provinces, and to renovate their riches, after we bad drained 
them in fuch a violent way? Inftead of rice we fhould fee no- 
thing but fields of jungles or weeds, and inftead of the race of 
men, the race of the Royal Tiger would increafe and multiply. 
He explamed the expreffion of the Royal Tiger, to be fymboli- 
cal of the Britith Government, _declaring, that as extraordinary 
power had longer claws than ordinary authority, fo might it 
well be termed the Royal Tiger. Among other bad fymptoms, 
he fpoke of the increafed circulation of paper of Bengal at large 
difcount, and faid, if the faét were true, that the Compary paid 
their officers with paper, which they refufed to receive back in 


payment themiclves, the fymptom wore an alarming afpect, and 
gave 
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gave the cafe the appearance of being defperate. He mentioned 
Mr. Larkin’s plan of reducing the quantity of paper in circula- 
tion, and ftated the circumftance of a large cncreafe of paper in 
circulation, growing cut of a plan of reduction, and attended 
with a larger diicount tnan ever, to be another, and a worfe 
fymptom than any. He commended the idea ofa fixed Quit 
Rent as the only way of giving happinets and fecurity to the 
landholders, and in anfwer to Mr. Dundas’s declaration that 
the Britifh provinces in India were the mof flour.fhing, faid, it 
would be wonderful if they were net, when we had poflefted 
ourfelves or the ineft provinces ia inda, lying between two 
rivers that would fertilize any country in the world, and con- 
taining the whole of that delightfui coaft, a {mall portion on the 
back parts excepted, from Bengal down to Cape Corforin, 
But it was not correctly {tated by the kisht Hon. Gentleman, 
when he faid our Provinces were the moft flourithing, there 
were fome few others he believed more flourifhing ; and others 
again far worfe. The Rajah of Berar, for inftance, governed 
in a Province not to be talked of in comparifon with Bengal, 
(formerly called the Paradife of India,) with Bahar, Oriffa, and 
Oude, and Benares. ‘The face of the kingdom of Berar was 
covered with immenfe mountains and forefts.~ Butlet it not be 
the Right Hon. Gentleman’s boaft, that the Britifh Provinces 
were finer and more fertile than the kingdom of Berar; letit be 
his triumph to fay, that under the Lritifh Government the 
natives lived as happy, the foil was as productive, ana the 
revenues were as ample as under the native Princes whom we 
had fucceeded. 

Mr. Baring, in a fhort fpeech, cleared the Directors from Mr 
having deferved the animad verfion made by Mr. Dundas relative 
to their omiffion of the 800,000]. which they have been enabled 
to raife by the encreafe of their capital; and alfo proved that 
Lord Cornwallis’s letter juftified the DireCtors eftimate of ı 78345 
about which fo much had been fud at.the time, fince his Lord- 
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fhip declared the revenucs to amount to within feven lacks oi 
the fum they had then eftimated them at. 

MajorScott. Major Scott faid, he viould beg icave to offer a few words 
upon what had fallen from a Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. 
Burke) over the way. As to what had been faid of the mif- 
chievous coniequences of depriving Bengal of its circulating 
fpecie in the prefent moment, the Major faid he faw them in 
as {trong a light as that Gentleman could do. ‘Ihe exertions 
made by Bengal in the prefervation of India during the late 
war, had reduced Bengal to diftrefs in point of circulating 
{pecie; but as to agriculture and population, it was far other- 
wife. The Right Hon. Gentleman (Nir. Burke) had talked 
of his Ninth Report, and of a doctrine laid down in it, which 
he had repeated, but it was as incomprehenfible now as it 
always had been. The Right Hon. Gentleman had afked, if 
ever any man had heard of any thing fo prepofterous, as carry- 
ing on commerce with revenue? The Major faid, he defired 
to know how it was to be carried on, while there fhould be 
an available furplus from the revenues ; for it was material to 
obferve, that in Bengal the Company were lords of the foil, 
and raifed revenues from all lands, except charity lands; of 
courfe the money fo raifed, was employed in the pay of efta- 
blifhments, and the purchafe of inveftment, and by thefe 
channels returned again into the gencral ci: culation.—-T he 
Major faid, if Gentlemen had been at the trouble of looking 
at fome very curious accounts which he had moved for, they 
would have obferved that the Company had received from 
Oude and Benares, in the laft thirteen years, above fourteen 
millions {terling, of which fum above tem millions had been re- 
mitted to Calcutta and Surat; but as all our demands had 
been paid, thefe fources of relicf to Bengal were at an end, 
and he was fure the Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Dundas) 
would fee the impropriety of fending more money from Behgzal 
till it had had time to recover itfelf. The Major faid he was 
happy to hear it allowed that Bengal was the moft flourifhing 
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country in Indoftan. It was a faét he had always afferted ; he 
had travelled over various parts of it at different times, from 
1767 to 1781, and he had found it in a progreffive ftate of 
improvement. The Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Burke) was 
a philofopher and an hiftorian, and it always, the Major faid, 
had appeared to him very extraordinary that he fhould pafs by 
the real and the true caufe of the only decline there was in 
Bengal, and impute it to the mifmanagement of the Englifh. 
The fa&t was, and it could not be denied, that our Govern- 
ment in Bengal was an ufurpation upon an ufurpation. The 
natives of Bengal, the Aborigines, were Hindoos, and “as 
nine to one in number, with their rulers, the Mahometans. 
We ufurped the dominion from the latter, and, of courfe, 
the Right Hon. Gentleman’s favourites, the Nobility and 
Country Gentlemen, difappeared. It was the cuftom of the 
Nabobs to grant jaghires or eftates from five hundred to fifty 
thoufand pounds a year; but, as the poffeffors died away, we 
did not renew them, and of courfe that order of men had in a 
great meafure difappeared; but the natives, the mafs of the 
people, were infinitely happier under our Government than 
they had been for the laft fifty years of the native Govern- 
ment, and beyond all comparifon happier than any of the 
other natives of Indoftan. With regard to the accounts, the 
Major faid, he was convinced they would be more produétive 
than Lord Lornwallis had ftated them. In faét, Mr. Larkin 
had invariably eftimated the falt and opium at lefs, by fifteen 
lacks, than they tarned out; and as for the land revenue, it 
was a very fingular circumftance, that for three years, in a 
collection of three millions, it had ntver varied more than 
forty thoufand pounds. AneHonourable Gentleman (Mr. 
Francis) had faid, that the revenues had been annually declin- 
ing for the laft five years. The Major faid, the fact was di- 
rectly the reverfe, for they had been increafing each year, 
and there was now a letter upon the table from the Governor 
Gencral and Council, ftating, that upon the whole revenue 
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of 1785 and 1786, there was only a balance of fix lacks, of 
which four were recoverable. He mentioned this the more, 
becaufe it had been faid that Mr. Haftings had vplently kept 
up the collections during the war, and they would afterwards 
fall off, but authentic.documents proved this to have been a 
groundlefs affertion. The Major faid, he would make but 
one obfervat.on more before he fat down, and that was a ma- 
terial one. The Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Dundas) had 
given a very accurate ftatement of each year’s expence of the 
Fate war in India, which was the mof gencral and expenfive 
that we had ever been engaged in, having had European and 
Indian enemies to encounter. The Right Hon. Gentleman 
feemed himfelf ftruck with the fmallnefs of the additional ex- 
pence, compared with the importance of the fervice, the pre- 
ferving what had emphatically been termed the brighteft jewel 
of the Britifh Crown. ‘The Major declared, he moft heartily 
concurred with him, and with great folemnity, he faid, he 
would put it to Gentlemen verfed in the bufinefs of the Houfe. 
Let them take each year of the expences of the fuccefsful war 
in all India, where fo much was done, and compare them 
with only the Army Extraordinaries of each year of the late 
war in America, where worfe than nothing was done; and 
then they would fay, that the Right Hon. Gentleman was 
moft fully juftified in ftating how comparatively trifling the 
expences of an Indian war had been. 

The Refolutions were afterwards feverally put and agreed 
to. i 





The Houfe rofe at half after ten. 


Luefday, 





A. 1787.) D E BATES. 


Tucfday, Alay 8. 


PORTER A SHADE DEBT BILL: 


The Order of the Day being read tor the fecond reading of 
the Portfea Small Debts Bill, and the Quettion being put, 
that the Bill be zcw read a fecond time. ` 

Sir fobn M'er faid, he rofe to oppofe the fecond reading Sir John 
of the Bill, from a firm perfuafion that it would be detrimental ee 
to the public fervice of this country. He faid that more than 
three thoufand artificers and lobsurers belonzing to the dock- 
yard at Portfmouth, befides tne officers of ail our fhins in or- 
dinary at that port, looked up to the Houfe for the rejection 
of this Bill. Sir John declared, that he was an enemy to all 
Courts of Coinfcience (as they were very improperly in his 
mind calied) and to all partial and local Smal] Debt Bills as 
grievoufly oppreffive, ard he was happy to find the Houfe 
entertained the fame opinion of them by their late rejection of 
two or three iuch Bills, which had been in the prefent feMions 
offered to Parliament—a treatment which he hoped the pre- 
fent Bill would meet with. Sir John ftated, that the carpen- 
ters, {miths, and other artificers and labourers of our dock- 
yards were paid in a difrerent manner from all other artificers 
and labourers; that is, our dock-yard people were always one 
quarter im arrears, being paid a quarter’s waves only when 
half a year was due to them, whilft other artificers and la- 
bourers received taueir wages for the moft part weekly, which 
obliged our dock-yard people to take up money for their fub- 
fittence from brokers and money-dealers, at the exorbitant 
premium of fixpence per pound per quarter, which is ten per 
cent. per annum, and many of thefe money-dealers, Sir John 
íaid, were keepers of fhops, or of public houfes, who, not 
content with the above unconfcionable profts, eblized the 
poor people to lay out their money with them, or with whom- 
{uever they fhould name to them, fdr cloaths, neceffurics, &c. 
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and required them very frequently to take thofe things which 
they did not want, in order to their purchafing fuch mattcrs 
back again from them at a reduced price, when a little ready 
pa aps pethe purpofe of afhing 
fupporting a fick family!) Thr, Sir John faid, might 
truly be called, ** Grinding the faces of the poor.” He had 
alfo been affured, that the people of the yard were univerfally 
allowed to pay their debts with as much punctuality as any 
other perfons whatfoever. He faid, there were no fet of people 
Jefs attentive to their expenditure, nor more liable to im pofi- 
tion, than thofe who had any kind of conneétion with our 
navy; in addition to which, their prefent mode of payment, 
which he had already ftated, expofed them to fituations of 
much temptation, impofition, and difficulry. The rejection 
of the prefent Bill, he verily believed, would be no injury to 
any fet of men, and would fhew a proper attention to a de- 
fcription of perfons, to whofe comforts this country fhould 
not be indifferent. Sir John added, that the above circum- 
tances had been imparted to him by perfons of the firft ho- 
nour, truth, and reliance, intimately acquainted with their 
exiftence and fubftantiality, for he did not himfelf pretend to 
any knowledge of them; and that he held in his hand a letter 
from one of the worthieft characters exifting, who had long 
been in a fixed office of great truft and refponfibility at Poref- 
mouth, fully confirming every affertion he had jutt made tg 
the Houfe. 
Sir John moved, 6$ that the Bill be readea fecond time this 
day two months.” 
A TAN, Mr. Thiftlewaite {aid’ a few words in reply; and Mr. Rofe 
Mr. Rofe. anfwered. 
After which, upon putting the Queftion, © that the word 
naw ftand part of the Queftion,” the Houfe divided, 
Ayes Q, Noes 24. 
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WVednefday, May g. 
Coat SHIP OWNERS Biri 


When the motion was made ‘* for leave to bring ina Bill 
for amending an Aét of the third of the late King, and fixth 
year of his prefent Majefty,”’ intitled, ‘* An Act to regulate 
the loading of Ships with Coals in the Ports of Newcaftle and 
Sunderland,” a fhort converfation arofe between Mr. Ord, 
Mr. Brandling, and Sir Matthew White Ridley, againft the 
Bill, and Mr. Duncombe and Lord Mulgrave for it. 

Lord Aduigrave ftated, that the Bill was of exceedingly 
great confequence to the public, as it involved in it a confi- 
deration of no Jefs importance than the well-doing of an infi- 
nite number of Ship Owners, who kept a confiderable quan- 
tity of tonnage afloat, and which employed fixteen thoufand 
feamen, and gave every year a fupply of between two and 
twenty thoufand and three and twenty thoufand hands to the 
profefiion. The profperity and continuance of fo valuable a 
nurfery for feamen, was undoubtedly of great national import- 
ance, and, in order to fecure it again{ft the notorious evafions 
of the laws in exiftence, the prefent applicatign had been made 
to Parliament. That Houfe had, from time to time, pafled 
A&s to guard and prote& the trade, but as faft almoft as new 
laws were made, new modes of evading them were difcovered 
and practifed ; and thence the neceflity for frefh application. 
The prefent application, his Lordfhip faid, was made at the 
unanimous defire of every Coal-fhip Owner in the kingdom, 
about twenty-five at Newcaftle upon 1 yne excepted, who were 
interefted in oppofing it. The Hon. Gentlemen who repre- 
{ented that town, certainly acted in a true parliamentary way, 
and with great honour to themfelves, in oppofing it. That 
attention to local interefts, where the intcreft in queftion was 
that of Gentlemen’s conftituent:, was fit to be thewn, and 
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even in oppofition to the intereft of the public; but, in fo 
doing, Gentlemen am&ly repaid their coxftituents for having 
eleéied them, and every ether obligation they owed them.— 
His Lordfhip adverted ty what had paffed in the Committee to 
whom the petition had been referred, and who had direéted the 
prefent Motien to be made, and faid, it there came out that at 
Newcaftle a monopoly exited, and a Ship-owner might either 
have the coals he wanted, or a Jaw-fuit. “That this was the 
ground of complaint, and that, as the law ftood, the Fitters 
were obliged to ferve from feven in the morning till eight in 
the evening, in the due order as applications were made; but 
then, as it did not exprefsly prevent them from ferving at any 
hour, between eight at night and feven in the morning, they 
could give their favourites a preference, and let them have 
their coals before other perfons. “To remedy this, the prefent 
application was made, and thofe who made it were willing to 
bear its expence themfelves. 

The Motion was carried. 


WEST FLORIDA. 


Mr. Adam: Mr. Adam faid, he faw no ground of argument or reafon 
for not extending@the fame relief to the inhabitants of Weft 
Florida, that had been propofed to be given to thofe of Eaft 
Florida, and therefore he defired to know if the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would oppofe a Motion in their favour. 

Mr.w.Pitt. The Chancellor of the Exchequer declared. he faw a material 
difference between the cafes of the two Floridas, and fhould 
moft certéinly object ta any fuch Motion as the Hon. Gentle- 
man had hinted at; but, as the day was fet apart for a bufinefs 
of great expectation and importance, he hoped the Hon. Gen- 
tleman would not bring on a difcuflon upon any extraneous 
fubject. 

Mr. Adam. Mr. Adam faid, he would make his Motion on a future day. 


Poor 
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Mr. Gilbert having given notice, fome days fince, that he Mr.Gitbert. 
intended moving for leave to bring i: his Bill refpeéting the 
Poor, informed the Houfe, that, as it was a Bill of the vreateft 
importance, and he was anxious it fhould re eive all that 
weight and authority which could be derived from the returns 
made by the Overfeers, in purfuance of the Act of lalt Seffion, 
and which were then abfiracting under the infpeétion of a Conf- 
mittee appointed by the Houfe, he faid, the Bill would ap- 
pear toa great difadvantage, if brought in before a Report 
fhould be made from that Committee, as it was to be princi- 
pally founded upon faéts to be ftated in fuch Report. He 
therefore wifhed to delay the bringing in the Bill till the Re- 
port could be made, which he hoped would be before the end 
of this Seflion, and then the Bill and Report might be printed, 
and taken together by the Members into the country, where 
they would have an opportunity of confidering them fully be- 
fore the next SefMfion. 

Sir Gregory Puge Turner declared, Mr. Gilbert ought to Sir G. Page 
have his name wiitten in letters of gold, for the uncommon) 
pains he had taken to affiit the poor, and pus their relief and 
provilion on a proper eftablifhment. Sir Gregory faid, he 
was impatient for a fight of the Bill, which he had no doubt 
would prodtice a falutary effect, and prove an important nub- 
ic benefit 


REPORT OF THE SECRET COMMITTEE, CONTAIN- 
ING ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT AGAINST 
WaARRREN HASTIincGs> Esy. 


The Order of the Day, for the further confideration ofte 
R.eport of the Sccret Committee appointed to draw up Artic:es 
of Impeachment againft Warren Haftings, Efq; being meved 
and read, it was moved, ** That this Report be read a fecocd 
time.” 
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Lord Hood rofe to oppofe the Motion, which he did in the 


following words: 
« Having, upon a form r day, Sir, fo fully expreffed my . 
humble fentiments refp Sing the late Governor-General of 
India, I fhall not trefpafs upon the time and patience of the 
Houfe for more than three minutes; but I cannot, Sir, con- 
tent myfelf with giving a filent vote upon the prefent very 
important queftion. [I ain very fenfible, Sir, and perfcétly 
ready to acknowledge, that the Charges taken in the abftraét, 
as exhibited againft Mr. Haftings, appear exceeding heavy 
and fevere; but when I take into my view, Sir, the motive 
that led tothat conduct, upon which thofe Charges are founded, 
they make no impreflion of criminality upon my mind, and I 
moft exceedingly lament, and am equally concerned at, what 
has been frequently fuggefted in this Houfe,—that an officer 
of high truft and command upon foreign fervice, in time of 
war, muft not take meafures that may prove an evil to private 
individuals, although the greateft public good will evidently 
arife fromthem to the State. If, Sir, the Reprefentatives of this 
nation in Parliament adopt that doétrine, I do not hefitate, 
Sir, to fay, that this country has feen its faireft and beft days; 
for a zealous and @pirited officer, Sir, muft find himfelf infi- 
nitely diftrefled, and his ardour greatly abated, to know, he 
muft content himfelf with the means eftablifhed for him, and 
which his employers have lodged in his hands, however i ina- 
deqiate to the fervices entrufted to him, rather than have re- 
courfe to others he thinks within his reach, and which clearly 
promife the moft beneficial public MA E ae he does 
it, Sir, at the hazard of being arraigned at the bar of this 
Houfe as a delinquent, even, Sir, if the moft brilliant fuccefs 
attends his exertions; and permit me to fay, Sir, at the rifque 
of all that is dear to him,—nay, Sir, at the rifque of his head, 
fhould thofe exertions fail. Thus circumftanced, Sir, I bie 
to fubmit to the good fenfe and cool confideration of the Houfe, 
how truly miferable and unfortunate any Officer in command 


5 abroad 








A. 1787. ] DEBAT E 5 


abroad almoft muft feel, and fuch, Sir, his fituation and feel- 
ings mult unavoidably be in future from what has been the Jot 
of Mr. Haftings. Moft undoubtedly, ıt is very much the duty 
of every man whohas the honour of a fatin this Houfe, to exer- 
cife.that portion of reafon and common fenie with which it has 
pleafed God to blefs him, as the {uret and bef guide for his 
opinion. ‘That mine, Sir, upon the fubject now under dif- 
cuflion, differs in fome parts from my much refpected and Right 
Hon. Friend below me, gives me infinite concern, as it is the 
only inftance, one other excepted, wherein my vote hag not 
from conviction, and confcientioufly, gone with his; but con- 
fidering moft maturely, Sir, as I have done, the arduous, criti- 
cal, and perilous fituation in which Mr. Haftings was placed, 
as well as the very fignal and meritorious fervices he has happily 
rendered his country, notwithftanding the various difficulties with 
which he was on all fides conftantly furrounded, and convinced, 
as lam, that our prefent poffeffions in India are folely owing 
to his zeal and uncommon abilities, I cannot, Sir, bring my- 
felf to pronounce him criminal; but I hope and truft, Sir, I 
fhall not be underftood to contend that Mr. Haftings has not 
committed errors. I admit that he has, and will be bold to 
fay, there never was a man in an important command abroad 
for a feries of years, in time of war, totally exempt from them ; 
but upon ftriking a fair balance, Sir, between the eminent and 
admitted fervices of Mr. Haftings and his errors, I can never 
give my confent that any charge of criminality fhall go againft 
him from this Houfe, confequently I feel myself bound to object 
to the fecond reading of the Report. 


ap 


Mr. Alderman /¥ilkes exprcfled his fatisfa&tion at having Alderman 


heard the Noble Lord exprefs himfelf in terms fo honourable Wilkes- 


and candid, and declared he meant to fecond the Motion, and 
oppole the fecond reading of the Report, as it contained arti- 
cles of charge which ftood upon a falfe and rotten foundation. 
The Alderman declared, he had liftened with attention to the 
whole of the procecdings upon the fubje&t of the impeachment 
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of Mr. Haftings, but though he had been dazzled with tne 
beauty and fplendour o eloquence, and charmed with the wit 
of his accufers, he had not been convinced by theirreafoning, 
nor fatisfied by their ar uments, that Mr. Haftings had been 
guilty of the various crimes imputed to him. The Report 
then under cq@nfideration contained thefe words : 

c< The faid Warren Haftings not regarding the facred 





obligation of his oath, nor the important duties of the high 


offices to which he was appointed, but entertaining bafe and 
corrupt views of procuring for himfelf and his dependants ex- 
orbitant wealth, and arbitrary defigns of raifing himfelf, by 
means of the undue influence fo acquired, to excrflive power, 
as well to gratify his inordinate ambition, as to fecure himfelf 
from punifhment for the many unjuftifiable acts by him done, 
and committed in the exercife of his office, did, whilft he was 
Prefident and Governor-General as aforefaid, by the various 


unwarrantable and criminal practices hereinafter fet forth, 


faithlefsly, illegally, and tyranically vioiate the duties of his 
ftation. By each and all of which practices the welfare of 
the Eaft India Company has materially fuffered, the happine/s 
of the native inhabitants of India been deeply affected, their 
confidence in Englifh faith and lenity fhaken and impaired, 
and the honour of the Crown, and charaéter of this nation, 
as far asin him lay, wantonly and wickedly degraded.” 

The Houfe had papers, the Alderman faid, upon thei 
table, containing procfs to the contrary of every one of thofe 
affertions ; but he need only refer to one ef them, the letter 
of the late Governor General of India, Sir John Macpherfon, 
who, in a letter dated ‘fo lately as the roth of Auguft, 1786, 
{peaks in the higheft terms of she plans of Mr. Haftings, and 
of the happinefs of the native inhabitants of India, living 
under the Britifh Government. The Alderman read the ex- 
tract to which he alluded, and it fully anfwered the defcription 
he had given of it. With regard to the welfare and profperity 
of the ftate of affairs of the Company, he referred to Mr. 
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Dundas’s fpeech of Monday laft, in which the Rirhte Hon. 
Gentleman had faid it was a proud dw or the country. It 
the affertion were true, it furely was equally true that it was 
a proud day for Mr. Haftings, fince’t).at Gentleman had an 
undeniable claim to the praife of having laid the foundation 
for the prefent profperous ftate of India, and of the affairs of 
the Company. In the courfe of the proceedings he had, he 
obferved, more than once heard Mer. Hailings compared to 
Ferres; but the Houfe would recollect, that when that Go- 
vernor was Called to an account before the Roman Senate, 
there was fcarccly an inhabitant of the ifland of Sicily who 
did not exhibit a complaint againit him ; whereas in the pre- 
fent cafe, though the profecution, or ferfecution of Mir. 
Haftings had been in progrefs above three years, not a fingle 
complaint had come fiom India againít that Gentleman; on 
the contrary, every letter that had been fent home, was full of 
expreflions of gratitude and applaufe on the conduct of Mr. 
Haftings, while he held the Government of India. Mr, 
Wilkes declarcd, upon a review of the whole of that conduét, 
he felt himfclf warranted to pronounce Mr. Haftings a pro- 
found politician, who had acted in times of fingular peril and 
difficulty with equal vigour and wifdom, with great intre- 
pidity and uncommon judgment. He took notice of the 
Charge relative to the affair of the Begums, and faid, it ap- 
ocared to him to be a juft proceeding, as the Begums were 
undoubtedly in rebellicn againit the Governor General of 
Benga!, to whom they owed obedience. The faét that they 
had faved the lives of one or two Britifh officers, plainly 
proved that they had ufurped the Government of the country, 
otherwife they could not have afforded that proteétion which 
had been made ule of as an argument in their favour. The 
Wobie Lord had faid, he admitted that Mr. Haftings had been 
guilty of errors; who was there who had ever been placed in 
fuch a critical fituation as Nir. Elaftings, who could pretend 
to be frec from errors? but faying that My, Haftings had beea 
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guilty of errors, reminded him of what Voltaire faid of the 
conduct of the French Parliament on the landing of Henry the 
‘ifth, previous to th¢ battle of Agincourt. Lhe fapient 
Magiftrates of the Frenth Parliament would not fuffer a fingle 
ftep to be taken «ill an Arret came out, ftating in due forma 
notification of the landing of the Englifh Monarch and his 
army. I he confequence was, the kingdom of France was 
facrificed to form. Mr. Haftings judging more wilely, acted 
upon the neceflity of every great occafion without regarding 
little forms, and when the whole of the conduct of Mr. 
Haflings was confidered, and when it was confidered likewife 
that he had carried the Britifh arms fuccefsfully againft the 
French and Dutch in India, and that it was owing to his 
fingular ability and exertion, that they had preferved their 
pofieMions in that quarter of the world unimpaired, while the 
empire was mouldering away elfewhere, he was aftonifhed 
that a faction in that Houfe fhould be able to have carried the 
profecution as far as they had done; but he hoped for the 
honour of the Houfe, that it would be put an end to that 
night by a very confiderable majority. He faid, he had heard 
a Right Hon. Gentleman declare, that he had an impeach- 
anentin his pocket againft a Noble Lord in a blue ribband, 
who had loft half the Britifh empire, but no proccedings had 
taken place in confequence of the declaration, and would that 
Houfe, after fuffering a delinquent of fo very enormous a de- 
{cription to pals with impunity, continue to act fo unjuft a 
part as to perfecute a man who had faved India, which a 
Right Hon. and Learned Gentleman had termed the brighic/t 
jewel in the Britifh Créwn! ‘The Right Hon. and Learned 
Gentleman mutt excufe him, if he did not quite agree with 
the pofition that India was the brightef? jewel in a Crown of 
three kingdoms, one of which at leaft was rather a brighter 
jewel than India, though the latter undoubtedly was a jewel 
of confiderable luftre and value. With regard to any occa- 
fional itretch of power inflanced in the government of Mr. 
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Haftings, the exigency of affairs, and the great diftrefs and 
urgent occafions during the period of txat Government’s ex- 
HMtence, were a fufficient juitification „and it ought to be re- 
membered that that Houfe had fince armed Lord Corrwallis 
with infinitely greater powers than ‘Mr. Haftings had ever 
afflumed in times of the moft preffing difficulty. ‘The Houfe, 
therefore, had itfelf recognized the neceffity for the Governor 
General of India’s exercifing fuch powers, and confequently it 
would be abfurd and inconfiftent to proceed to punifh a man 
for taking upon himfelf thofe powers which the Legiflature -had 
thought proper to be veited legally in his fuccefflor. Mr. Wilkes 
added feveral other arguments in favour of Mr. Haftings, and 
declared, that inftead of treating him like Verres, to whom he 
bore no manner of refemblance, they ought to confider him as 
the Romans did Scipio, to give him thanks and titles of honour ; 
he hoped, therefore, that an end would that night be put to the 
Impeachment, and a motion for a vote of thanks to Mr. 
Haftings take place in its ftead. He concluded with moving, 
by way of amendment to the Noble Lord’s Motion, ** that the 
Report be read a fecond time that day three months.” 
The Lord Advocate faid, that entertaining as he did, an Lord Advo- 
opinion favourable to the party accufed, he thought himfelf‘%**: 
bound in confcience to declare it. He had frequently heard it 
faid by Gentlemen on both fides of the Houfe, -that this was no 
party or political queftion, but a folemn judicial proceeding, 
and undoubtedly it was fo. He hoped every Member ofethe 
Houfe would keep this in view, and would confider himfelf as 
deciding upon the fate of a Britifh fubje&t in a cafe where his 
fortune, his fame, his fituation in life, the peace of his mind 
and of his family were all at fake. In fuch’ a cafe, he faid, 
whatever refpeét he might have for thofe who fypported the 
profecution, he could not permit himfelf either to think, vote, 
or act upon confidence in the fuperior abilities or information of 
any perlon exifting, unlefs in fo far as his own mind was con- 
vinced, Tne Hen. Gentleman who opened the Charge con- 
cerning 
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cerning the Revenues of Bengal, whofe zeal for the caufe he 
had undertaken woul®admit of no doubt, had made a very fair 
and honourable declsration. His words were, ** he who 
accufes ought to be convinced.”? This, the Lord Advocate 
faid, was exactly what he felt as to his own ficuation. Were 
he convinced by the evidence produced, that Mr. Haftings was 
guilty of all or any of the crimes imputed to him, no confi- 
deration whatever fhould induce him to withhold his aflent to 
the Impeachment; but if on the other hand he was not fatis- 
fied of the guilt, and {till more if he was fatistfied of the in- 
nocence of Mr. Haftings, he muft on the fame principle, as an 
honeft man, refufe his concurrence to the meafure propofed. 
He faid he believed fome Gentlemen had conceived an idea, 
which he held to be extremely dangerous and unconftitutional, 
namely, that as that Houfe was not ultimately to judge of Mr. 
Haftings’s conduct, but only to perform the part of a Grand 
Jury ; and as Mr. Haftings would have an opportunity of clear- 
ing himfelf before the Supreme Tribunal of his country, if in- 
nocent, it was the lefs neceflary to go nicely to work here. It 
was enough, if any grounds of fufpicion or unfavourable con- 
jeCture appeared. He had even heard it faid, that Mr. Hattings 
himfelf ought to wi/h for impeachment, and that the honour of 
the Houfe was deeply committed to go on with the profecu- 
tion. As to Mr. Haftings’s wifhes, he felt himfelf totally in- 
different about them, and would look only to his ewn condug. 
and character asa Member of Parliament. “hat he indeed 
thought the Houle deeply committed ; bus it was to do juffice, 
and not to impeach right or wrong. ‘That the province of the 
Houfe, in fuch a cafe,” was no doubt fimilar to that of a Grand 
Jury. ‘* An smpeachment hy the Houfe of Commons (fays 
Judge Blackftone) is a prefentment to the higheít Court of 
criminal jurifdiction by the moift folemn grand ingueft of the 
whole kingdom.”? ‘The fame author tells us that « a Grand 
Jury ought to be thoroughly perfuaded of the truth of an in- 
dictinent, fo far as the tvidence goes, and not to reft fatisfied 
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merely with remote probabilities, a doctr ne that mht be ap- 
plied to very oppreffive purpofes.”—Suc¥ a doétrine was once 
maintained,eviz. in the cafe of Lord Shéftfbury, inthe reign of 
Charles II. when it was laid down by Lo d Chi f Juftice Pem- 
berton, ‘* tha the Grand Jury had only to confider whether 
there be pr able gr und for the King to call the pgrfon accufed 
to account.” But this was moft juftly ftigmatifed as an un- 
found opinion, and it had fince been held, that no man ought 
to be fo queftioned, “* unlefs a Grand Jury take it on thei 
oaths that they de/reve the matter of the accufation to be true.” 
—This is agreeable to the oath which a Grand Juryman takes, 
& to prefent the truth, &c.” The contrary doctrine would be 
very inexpedient in another point of view, for when one is 
brought to trial upon infufficient evidence, he muft be acquitted ; 
and as no man can be tried twice for the fame offence, this 
amounts to an act of indemnity in his favour, though clear evi- 
dence fhould afterwards be recovered. He faid it was in a pe- 
culiar manner neceflary to attend to thefe principles in a cafe 
fuch as the prefent, where the fubject of enquiry was not only 
who was the criminal, but whether a crime had at all been 
committed? After adverting a little further to the manner in 
which the profecution had been conducted, and to the arrange- 
ment of the charges, which he thought the moft perplexed and 
moft unnatural he had ever met with, he faid, he would endea- 
xpur coolly and impartially to examine the feveral articles, and 
the amount of the evidence upon them, without entering into 
minutiz, and followsng precifcly the order of the charges them- 
felves. He faid he had always thought thofe articles whjch con- 
tained adireét and fpecific charge of corruption, by much the moft 
important, not only as ftanding ky themfelves, but as pervading 
all the others, and accounting for Mr. Haftings’s conduct in 
general, if it was wilfully and intentionally wrong. He fajd, 
that it was a fundamental principle in the criminal law of every 
country, that in order to conftitute a crime, two things were 
neceflary, firft, the commufhon of fome overt prohibited aét. 
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Second, a vicious intention. Both muft concur, otherwife 
there is no actual ci me. Sometimes Phe intention may be 
prefumed from the act. byt {tiil both muft concur ; and if this be 
the rile by which the ,moft common delinquent muft be tricd, 
it is ftill more neccflary to be attended to in the cafe of men in 
public fituations, who are called upon to act and to dec ide, amd 
fometimes have only a choice of difficulties. A man in fucha 
fituation may, perhaps, judge il’, and act imprudently ; but is 
there any law by which cerror in judgment ts punifhable ? Te 
may be right to deprive fuch aman of his ofhce as unfit to be 
employed; but is he to be arraigned as a criminal, if it docs 
not appear that he wilfully erred? The mifchicf muft be great 
indeed, and the degree of guilt evident and notorious to juitily 
fuch a proceeding. The queftion here was not, whether 
Mr. Haftings had done wrong in fome particulars, but whether 
he had done wrong to that extent which fhould found an im- 
peachment againft him? The accufers, being fenfible that it 
was neceflary to afcribe a bad motive and a wicked intention to 
Mr. Haftings, have fet out in the preamble of their amended 
charges, with imputing to him in direct terms, *¢ the bafe and 
corrupt defign of procuring, for himfelf and his dependants, 
exorbitant weal h.” This then is the ground work of the 
whole, and to be firft confidered. “Dhefe charges of corruption, 
he obferved, were clafled under two heads, the Contraéts and 
the Prefents. As to the firft, he was perfuaded the How 
weuld, upon due confideration, think it right to follow the ex-:« 
ainple of a Right Hon. Gentleman, who, in the Committee, 
confined his views to three articles, the Opium Contract, one 
of the Bullock Contraéts, and the allowance to Sir Eyre Coote, 
Ns to the Opidm Contract, He faid, it was a little hard not 
only to deprive Mr. Haftings of the merit be had in being the 
firit who had turned this article to account for the Company, 
but ¢ven to make it the ground of a charze asainit him. ‘“Dhe 
Contract had been civen in General Claverine’s time to Mr. 
C;r7ifichs, as the loweit bidde: = aicerwards, on the fame terms 
tO 





Pio F787.) DEBAT E 5 


to Mr. Mackenzie, who was no friend yo Mr. Haitinus, and 
then to Mr. Sullivan, likewife on the tame terms, burdened 
with g0,000 rupces to a relation of Mre Firancis, which fhewed 
that ic was not the fole act of Mr. Haftings. This contract 
had always been confidered as matter of patronage, and he faw 
lefs reafon to find fault with Mr. Haftings than with other 
Members of the Council. On that account, the Bullock 
Contract, he thought, was in a fimilar fituation.—As to Sir 
Eyre Coote’s allowances, Sir Eyre claimed extraordinary allow- 
ances when in the field,—and this had always been cuftomary. 
It was difficult to conteft a point of this kind with the Com- 
mander in Chief, who had his fword in his hand. It was not 
the fole act of Mr. Haftings, but the majority of the Council, 
confifting then of five, viz. Mr. Haftings, Mr. Barwell, Sir 
Eyre Coote, Mr. Wheeler, and Mr. Francis. When Sir Eyre 
Coote went to the country of Oude, it was thought reafonable 
that the burden of this allowance fhould be thrown upon the 
Vizier; who had the benefit of his protection; and the Vizier 
confented toit. It does not occur what great degree of blame 
there was inall this. Sir Eyre Coote feems to have had a defire 
for money; he at the fame time performed very meritorious 
fervices. Mr. Haftings did not puta fhilling in his pocket by 
any fuch allowances. His employers are likewife fatisfied. 
With what propriety, then, does this Houfe interfere? The 
fame obfervation holds as to the contracts in general. It isa 
‘remarkable circumftgnce that we do not find any relation of 
Mr. Haltings provided to the amount of a fhilling-; he has a 
nephew in the fervice, who is only a Ldeutenant, and we fee 
no view to any influence at home, unlefs in the fingle inftance 
of Mr. Sullivan. The Charge concerning the Prefents, he 
faid, fell to be confidered under two feparate heads: Firft, fome 
alledged inftances in 1972 and 1773. Second, thofe beginning 
in 1781. As to the former, there was not a veftige of evidence 
or probability that any fuch had ever exifted, and therefore it 
would be improper to wafte time upon them, As to the fecond, 
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they were all admitt d; and, indeed, the only proof of them 
was ir. Haftings’s own letters to the Board of Directors. He 
firft took the two lacks srem Cheit Sing’s Agent, in June 1780, 
of which a full account ts given by Mr. Haftings in his defence, 
fupported by Mr. Markham’s evidence, and by Mr. Haftings’s 
letter to the Court of Directors by the firft difpatches after the 
tranfaction happened. 

‘The next was the nagarena or gratuity received from Raja 
Kolleram and Cullian Sing, upon farming to them the Revenu s 
of*Bahar, in October 1780. Mr. Anderfon’s evidence gocs to 
juftify this as founded in immemorial pra tice, and, he fays, 
Farmers and Zemindars would agree to fuch extra payments, 
when they would not give any excefs of rent. The other arti- 
cles were moftly of the fame nature—the 10 lacks received from 
the Vizier in September 1781, was upon occafion of a very 
important tranfaction, viz. the Treaty of Chunar. Such pre- 
fents have been cuftomary from the beginning of time in thofe 
Eatftern countries upon all occafions of intercourfe, and we are 
not to view them in the fame light as we would do fimilar tranf- 
actions here. l here would have been nothing wrong in any 
officer’s taking prefents, had it not been for the Regulating Act 
377723 and it is Clear, that the prohibition of that A&t reached 
no farther than the cafe of an officer taking for his own ufe. Ie 
had not in view the cafe of an officer’s taking for the ufe of the 
Company: the claufe forfeiting the fum to the Company, fhews 
this, and penal laws are always ftrictly igterpreted. Befidcs, 
this Act was repealed by the new India A&t 1784, and never 
can be the ground of profecution. Mr. Haftings therefore was 
at liberty to take thefe fums for the Company’s ufe, and fo the 
Directors thought. The only argument of weight againft him 
upon this head is, that although he was not in fa& corrupted, 
yet he acted as if he had been fo, and thereby fet a bad example 
to thofe who gave the prefents. But, firft, it would be {trange 
to charge him as guilty of corruption, when, in truth, he was 
not corrupted. Second, His conduct was not influenced by 
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any tuch tranfaétion, as we fee from the gafe of Cheit Sing, and 
the natives of India, accuftomed to this practice from time im- 
memorial, would not think there was ‘any thing wrong in it. 
Third, The neceffities of the Company at the time, and the 
fact of his applying all thefe fums to the Company’s ufe, are 
{trong grounds of juftification. The Company having actually 
taken the benefit of all thefe tranfaCtions, and fo far approved of 
them, and no intention being to this day fignified from any 
quarter to refund the money fo received, it does not occur with 
what propriety Mr. Haftings can be impeached for having pro- 
curedit. He then took a fhort view of the affair of Cheit Sing, 
the Treaty of Chfinar, the Refumption of the Jaghires, and 
feizing of the Begums Treafures—which, although detailed, 
and branched out into a variety of Charges, did truly make but 
ene piece of hiftory, the incidents following one another in a 
natural manner, and all relative to the Company’s connections 
with the Nabob Vizier, ‘which had been the fource of great 
wealth and fecurity to the Company, and to the public intereft 
of this country in India. That the Governor and Council had 
a tight, and that it was their duty to call on Cheit Sing as 
‘emindar of Benares, dependent on the Company for extra- 
ordinary aids upon the emergcncy of a war, “had been clearly 
made out in the Committee by a Right Hon. Gentleman; and 
as to the intention which Mr. Haftings had of inflicting upon 
nim a fine of 50 lacks for his contumacy, which was tnought 
-too exorbitant, this could not furely enter into the cafe, as in 
fact no fuch intention had ever been executed, nor even known 
to Cheit Sing. The meafure of refuming the Jaghires ftands 

juftified by the Right Mon. the Chancellor of the I: xcheguer as 

wife and politic, and was attended with no real hardfhip, the 

fame allowances in money being continued. ‘The p'an of al- 

lowing the Vizier to infift alfo on having the treafures which 

truly belonged to himfelf, and were unduly withheld by his 

mother, arofe out of the incidents whjch had recently taken 

place. She herfelf received no ill ufage, but her two Minifers, 

the 
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the Eunuchs, were lad! hold of, and this brought about 1 com- 
promife. As to Farruckabad and Fyzula Khan, the char: +s 
he faid, were trifling, ‘inal only founded on mifieprefentation, 
different expedients were tried from time to time; but both 
thefe parties are fatisfied, and there is no complaint from them, 
or from any quarter of India. Neither was there any good 
ground of objection to Mr. Haftings, on account of the dif- 
ferent modes which were adopted from time to time, in the 
collection of the Revenue. ‘This will always happen in a new 
Government. Mr. Haftings got enemies by difcontinuing the 
Provincial Councils, but nobody who reads Mr. Bri _ht’s let- 
ter, will think he was in the wrong fo to do.—He obferved, 
that Mr. Haftings had been moft unjuftly blamed for various 
acts of Adminiftration, in which he had only concurred with 
others; that the order of dates, as well as the ftate of the 
Council at different periods, ought to have been more diftin@ly 
attended to in the Charges.—Mr. Haftings had enjoyed the 
cafting voice in the Council only for a very fhort time, and 
even then Mr. Barwell was equally refponfible with him.— 
Afterwards Mr. Wheler, Sir John Macpherfon, Sir Eyre 
Coote, and Mr. Stables, came gradually into the Council. At 
one period a Coalition took place between Mr. Haftings and 
Mr. Francis.—-How do the Profecutors account for this? and 
is Mr. Haftings alone to be made accountable during that 
period? 

tie concluded with obferving, that in fuggeftine what had 
occurred to him in favour of Mr. Hattings, he had avoided 
faying afy thing upon the topic of his extraordinary fervices in 
general, being doubtful whether, upon the fuppofition of guilt 
in any fpecific article, a /et-off, as it is called, or balancing of 
accounts betwcen merits and demerits, would relevantly be 
admitted—at the fame time it was a mode of defence not al- 
together new. ‘Ihe proceedings in Lord Clive’s Cafe left no 
room to doubt that he owed his fafcty to it, and there was ftill 
a more illuitrious example of it in hiftory in the cafe of I pami- 
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nondas, the Theban General, who, wher- tried for his life be- 
fore the tribunal of his country, for havin, kept himfelf in com- 
mand four ntonths after he fhould have łaid it down, acknow- 
ledged the crime, but enumerated the glorious a¢tions which 
he had performed, and faid he would die with pleafure if the 
fole merit of thefe were afcribed to him, his countrymen having 
examined them.— This fpeech procured his acquittal, and who- 
ever reads the hiftory of India, during the late war, will be apt 
to think that Mr. Haftings may die when he pleafes, with fimilax 
words in his mouth. 

Mr. Courtenay began his fpeech with an ironical compliment Mr. Courte- 
to Lord Hood, declaring that every man mut look up to the” ”* 
Noble Lord with the utmoft refpeét and reverence, when it was 
conftdered how mutch his country was indebted to him for hav- 
ing been a /peGfater of the victorious Feats of the brave Lord 
Rodney, oh the 12th of April, 1782. [A general cry from 
the Treafary fide of Order! Order! and Sir Michael Le Fleming 
rofe up, and with great vehemence faid, “ if the Houfe will 
bear this, all fpirit is gone.”] Mr. Courtenay rofe again, and 
afked where was the mighty harm of his having complimented 
the Noble Lord on his happening to be'prefent when Admiral 
Rodney obtained his victory on the rath of April, 1782; he 
meant what he faid as a compliment, and furely there was no 
occafion for any Member to fly into a vehement paffion, and 
wall him to @rder, when he was perfuaded he had faid nothing 
difordefly. The worthy Alderman who fat next him, he was 
fure would not be fo*captious, but would have more fenfe than 
to feel angry when he meant him a compliment, which he cer- 
tainly did in what he was going to fay. The worthy Alderman, 
of whofe ingenuity he was well aware, and no one of the Houfe’s 
Members was morc ingenious, was a moft refpectable character 3 
a character to whom the country ftood highly indebted, for hav- 
ing at one period of his life diffufed a fpiric of liberty throughout 
the general mafs of the people unexampled before, excepting 
only in the fingular times of Jacke Cade and Wat Tyler. 

Vou. III. E [4n 
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[An almoft univerfal roar of laughter !] That worthy Alderman 
had feconded the Noble Lord’s obje&tions, and had fpoken in 
favour of Mr. Haftings, who had likewife been elaborately de- 
fended by the Noble and Learned Lord oppofite to him; but 
upon a review of the defence made by the learned Advocate, 
and the Noble Lord and worthy Alderman, their arguments 
would be found to be the moft fingular and extraordinary that 
could poffibly have been urged. The worthy Alderman had 
mentioned the affair of the Begums, and had defended it, by 
fayine, that the Begums were in rebellion againft Mr. Haft- 
ings. Surely the worthy Alderman muft have looked upon the 
tranfaction obliquely, or he never could have formed fuch an 
idea. Two old women, in rebellion againft the Governor- 
General of Bengal. The fact was impoffible—it could not have 
been fo. Nor would the worthy Alderman have made an 
Effay on Woman in the manner that Mr. Haftings had done. 
That Houfe well knew, that he would not. But the learned 
Advocate had chofen to defend the treatment of the Begums 
Minifters, and faid, the eunuchs brought it upon themfelves. 
Had they given up the money, they would not have been 
flogged. Jt was put to their option, and was a compromife. 
‘They would not give up the money, and therefore the flogging 
was faire ‘This, Mr. Courtenay faid, put him in mind of a 
well known fact that happened many years ago. One of our 
Kings, King John, wanted to borrow fome money of a rich 
Jew, but the Jew refufed to lend any. He was then brought 
before the King, who ordered one of his eeth to be drawn. 
The Jew ftill refufed to lend the money. The King ordered 
another of his teeth to be drawn. The Jew was yet obftinate ; 
a third tooth was drawn, he then confented ; the Jew there- 
fore, according to the Learned Lord’s argument drew his own 
teeth, for it had been put to his option, whether he’d lend the 
money or have his teeth drawn, and he chofe the latter. Ano- 
ther extraordinary argument made ufe of by the Learned Lord, 
was his contending, that although Mr. Eaftings took the pre- 
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fent of the Nabob Vizier, he neverthel:fs rigoroufly exacted 
the immediate payment of the Nabob’s debt to the Company, 
and confequently proved, that the prefent had not produced a 
corrupt effect. This reminded him of a cafe in point, which 
happened in James the Second’s time, 1686, when there being 
fome infurrections in the Weft, General Kirk was fent to quell 
the difturbances, an office which he executed with great rigour 
and feverity. It happened that a young man was taken up as 
one of the delinquents, who was juft going to be married to a 
young woman, and between them a mutual and an ardent paf- 
fion fubfifted. The young woman went to the Generals tent, 
and implored mercy for her lover. The General told her, if 
fhe would fuffer him to enjoy her, her lover fhould be faved. 
The young woman confented, and the firft thing that Kirk 
did in the morning, was to lead the young woman out of his 
tent, and fhew her the body of her lover hanging on a tree. 
In this inftance, according to the Learned Lord’s argument, 
General Kirk acted with ftrict juftice, and in a laudable man- 
ner, for though he enjoyed the woman, he did his duty, and 
hung herlover. “The Learned Lord, Mr. Courtenay obferved, 
had laid great ftrefs upon the motive and the tntention, declar- 
ing that without proving, that the Houfe as accufers had no 
right to afcribe guilt. This was newtohim. He bad hitherto 
always thought, that if the criminal fact was proved, the crimi- 
nal intention was prefumed. But, according to the Learned 
Lord’s doctrine, if a man were to murder another, and not to 
rob him, he would be guilty of no crime, becaufe he only 
murdered his objeét, and who could impute a criminal inten- 
tion, fince it was evident he had not robbed him, although he 
might, if he chofe to have done fo? With arguments abfurd 
and ridiculous, upon the face of them, as thofe he had anfwer- 
ed, had Mr. Haftings been defended; what he had faid therefore 
was a fufficient anfwer to all of them; no real argument, folid, 
fubftantial, and rational, had been brought to prove that Mr. 
Haftings had net acted uniformly upan a fyftem of treachery, 
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breach of faith, corrup ion, oppreffion, and injuftice; without 
a regard to his engagements, to his duty to his ftation and 
character. As an initance that he had not done his beft to pro- 
mote the intereitt of his employers, Mr. Courtenay faid, he 
would {tate an authentic anecdote, of which, if neceflary, he 
could give indubitable proof. General Camac was about to 
embark for Europe, when intelligence reached Calcutta, that 
the Mahrattas threatened the invafion of Bengal. Mr. Haftings 
fent to defire the General to take the command of the troops, 
and march to the defence of the frontier of Bengal. The 
General confented, and, by his uncommon vigilance and exer- 
tions, brought Madagee Scindia to an engagement, in which 
he completely routed him, and deftroyed a great number of his 
troops. Madagee fent to the General an offer of terms of 
peace, highly beneficial to the Company’s interefts. Mr. 
Haftings, inftead of meeting the propofal, conveyed to him by 
General Camac, fends General Muir, a man debilitated by in- 
difpofition, and a martyr to the gout, to take command of the 
troops, in the place of General Camac, and three years after- 
wards, after the expenditure of millions, a difhonourable and 
difadvantageous peace was concluded with the Mahrattas. Mr. 
Courtenay expatiated on this anecdote, and took notice that 
Nir. Haftings had tn the courfe of the preceding debates been 
compared to Verres, to Alexander, to Scipio, and to Epami- 
nondas. He faid, he thought the firft comparifen moft in 
point; but he would not refer to the Romans and Grecians for 
a comparifon. It was fo long fince he had read books relative 
to them, that he had almoft forgotten their contents. He 
would look to more Modern hiftory for a comparifon, and he 
recollected an apt and aclofe one. It was Ferdinando Cortez 
to whom healluded. Ferdinando Cortez had been fent out by 
Charles the Fifth, to make difcoveries in South America, to 
inftruct, to murder, and to baptize the uninformed Indians. He 
purfued his object, and his foot{fteps were marked with blood 
and cruelty; infomuch that the news of his brutality reached 
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Madrid, and was thought fo much a nafional difgrace, that an 
enquiry into his conduct was deemed due to the national cha- 
racter.—The Bifhops and Archbifhops, who united in their 
own perfons the characters of Prelates and Chief Juftices, were 
ordered to conduct the enquiry. Cortez was accompanied by 
one of thefe Chief Juftices, the Archbifhop of Toledo, whofe 
object it was to go about and collect affidavits. In order to 
clear themfelves from the charge, they contrived to get feveral 
affidavits {fworn, that the deponents heard a chorus of Angels 
fing in the Mexican language, Gloria in Excelfis, and the blef- 
fings of Heaven upon the head of Ferdinando Cortez, for his 
humanity and benevolence to the Mexicans and Peruvians. 
The Archbifhop of Toledo, tranfmitted thefe to the bench of 
his reverend brother Chief Juftices; they perfuaded the people 
to believe the facts depofed, a general credulity prevailed, and 
at the fame time Cortez fent Charles the Fifth fome jewels, not 
a Bulfe he believed, for that was an Oriental word, not then 
known in Europe, but which had an equal affeét upon the 
Spanifh Monarch’s mind, for all Spain 1ang with the praifes of 
Ferdinando Cortez. Extravagant and ludicrous as this ftory 
might appear, Mr. Courtenay faid, it was an undoubted fact, 
and ftated as fuch in the Letters of Cortez to Charles the Fifth. 
Mr. Courtenay dwelt for fome time on the analogy between the 
conduét of Cortez, and the conduc&t of Mr. Haftings, and at 
length concluded a very long fpeech, with declaring, that he 
fhould vote for the fecond reading of the Report. 
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Mr. Alderman Townfend faid, he did not rife to make jokes Alderman 
and tell pleafant ftories, nor to exprefs himfelf in terms fo Tevnafend. 


grofs and indecent that they were not only not fit to be heard 
in that Affembly, but fcarcely fit to be heard in any Affembly 
where the {malleft pretenfions to propriety were affeé&ted. He 
had not called the Hon. Gentleman to order who fvoke laft, 
becaafe he meant to anfwer what he had faid, but he was 
aftonifhed that the Speaker had jat {Ull and neglect d <u ftop 
the Hon. Gentleman, and tell him fuch language was not to 
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be borne in that Houft. The Alderman appealed to the can- 
dour and feelings of Gentlemen, whether in a criminal pro- 
ceeding, and while they Were fitting in the capacity of Grand 
Jurors, it was either decent or becoming to abufe a Gentle- 
man, who ftood as a criminal at their Bar, in a manner fo 
full of groffnefs and perfonal afperity ? Having faid thus much, 
and declared that, notwithftanding the natural warmth of his 
temper, he had reftrained his feelings, becaufe he wifhed to 
anfwer the Hon. Gentleman who fpoke laft, and who, he 
héped, would get up, and make an apology to the Houfe for 
what he had faid, the Alderman declared he had faid what he 
meant to fay upon that fubje&t ; he would therefore difmifs it, 
and throw himfelf back upon himfelf. He then reminded the 
Houfe that he had, in the beginning of the bufinefs, advifed 
them by no means to think of an Impeachment, and had urged 
the extreme impropriety of carrying Articles to the Houfe of 
Lords, which they would have thrown back in their faces, as 
unfupparted by proof of any fort whatfoever, and incapable 
of being eftablifhed by evidence, The fact had turned out, 
as far as it had proceeded, exactly as he had foretold; the 
Charges that had been voted, he had patiently attended, and 
had not heard one of them made out clearly and fatisfactorily ; 
if therefore they proceeded any farther, and went up to the 
other Houfe, they muft fail there, and the difgrace that they 
meant for Mr. Haftings would be their own. He had heard 
the honour and jyftice of the Houfe appealed to, in his mind 
very improperly ; he afked, what honour was there in hunting 
down an individual, who deferved the thanks of his country 
for having done it the moft fignal and effential fervices, and 
who was it that complained againft Mr. Haftings ? As to juf- 
tice, if that were truly the motive of the Houfe, why did they 
not make retribution to the perfons from whom Mr. Haftings 
had taken the money, which he had applied to the neceflary 
purcpo‘es of the Company? He juftified Mr. Haftings on the 
ground of {tate neceffity, and faid, he deferved the higheft 
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applaufe for having not ftood upon fo paltry a punctilio, as 
confidering whether it was rigidly correct and legal, when he 
was about to execute a meafure effentially neceffary to the 
immediate fervice of the Company’s affairs, and to the-falva- 
tion of India. He faid, he recolleéted when the Right Hon. 
Gentleman’s father, with an activity and vigorr of exertion 
that did him the higheft honour, forefeeing that the French 
were preparing for war, fent orders to feize upon a number of 
French fhips, and publicly fold them and their freights befoge 
there was any declaration of war. At that time, though un- 
doubtedly as there had been no declaration of war, the act was 
in itfelf illegal, nobody thought of blaming the Hon. Gentle- 
man’s father; but, on the contrary, the country rang with 
his ‘praifes ; but, as the nation meant juftice, the money that 
the fhips fold for and contained, to the value of 600,o00l!. 
was afterwards ordered to be returned to the innocent indivi- 
duals to whom it belonged. The Alderman reafoned upon 
this, and faid, making reftitution to the perfons whofe pro- 
perty had been taken, would be more like an aét of juftice, 
than hunting down an individual againft whom no complaint 
had been made. He concluded with expreffing his hearty 
hope, that the Houfe would that night put an end to the pro- 
ceeding, by confenting to the worthy Alderman’s Motion. 















Mr. Nathaniel Smith (late Chairman of the Eaft-India Mr. Nath. 


Company )rofe next, and began with obferving, that the facts 
charged againft Mr. Haftings were involved in a confiderable 
degree of intricacy and perplexity. “hey happened moft of 
them many years ago, and in order correctly and clearly to 
underftand them, it would be necefflary to trace the circum- 
ftances and events that led the, way to them, and upon which 
they were in fact grounded. Mr. Smith then entered intô a 
minute detail of the particular tranfactions of the Britifh Go- 
vernment of India, from the time 6f Lord Clive’s being over 
there till Mr. Haftings came, and faid that the fyftem upon 
which Mr. Haftings had acted, arofe from the extravagant 
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expectations fuddenly to enrich themfelves, and was formed, 
and had been 1.1 exiftence and uniformly acted upon, long bce- 
fore he went over there, and that the priniary caule of it was 
{uffering upwards of forty Britifh officers, not fubject to the 
martial law, to put themfelves at the head of the troops of the 
mative Princes. Mr. Smith declared, that he had exprefled 
himfelf generally in terms of difapprobation of moft of the 
meafures of Mr. Haftings’s Government, and thought the 
affair of the Begums, with the confinement and feverities prac- 
ticed on their Chief Minifters, the two Eunuchs, as well as 
the harfh treatment of the women in the Zenana, not only a 
very unjuftifable meafure, but attended with circumftances 
not to be recollected without fhuddering, or without feeling 
fome degree of horror. The affair of Cheit Sing alfo was 
another of the tranfactians over which he wifhei to draw a 
veil. With regard to the prefents, the giving and receiving 
of them was common to India, and though Mr. Haftings had 
accepted many of them privately, there were circumiftances 
that pointed out his intentions to bring them all to the account 
of the Company. Had Mr. Haftings been actuated by per- 
fonal motives of avarice, he might have realized more than 
half a million, beyond ‘the power of that Houfe to take from 
him. After going through the whole of Mr. Haftings’s con- 
duct, as referable to the matter in the Charges, and in the 
Articles of Impeachment, Mr. Smith faid, these certainly. 
were many things in the conduct of Mr. Haftings which he 
could neither approve nor julftify ; thofe he confidered as the 
vices of his an.bition ; but whiie he condemned and cenfured 
the political vices of Mr. Haftings, he was not blind to his 
public virtues. I here were parts of his conduct which he 
thought entitled him to a generous oblivion of his faults. 
Among other amiable features of Mr. Haftings’s character, his 
public fpirit, his firm and compofed temper in hours of the 
greateft peril and diffculty, his liberality, and encouragement 
of learned men, his founding literary feminaries, and taking 
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fteps to promote the ftudy of Perfian and of the language of 
the country, were dwelt on by Mr. Smith moft pointedly. 
e at length drew to aconclufion, by recommending it to the 
Houfe to balance the merits of Mr. ‘Haftings againft his de- 
merits, and to admit the [mpeachment to go no farther, on 
account of the one’s greatly aver-balancing the other. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer began with obferving, that Mr.W. Pit. 
he had deferred giving his fentiments qn the queftion fo long, 
becaufe he found many Gentlemen, who were averfe to the 
profecution, had hitherto referved themfelves on the various 
ftages through which the bufinefs had already paffed, and Had 
taken the prefent opportunity of delivering their opinions at 
large upon the whole of the fuhject, and had then, for the firf 
time, entered into the defence of Mr. Haftings. As this 
feemed to be the cafe, he thought it was but juftice to thofe 
Gentlemen, to Mr. Haftings, and to the caufe, to hear what 
they had to fay, without interrupting them, or anticipating 
their general argument in favour af Mr. Haftings, by a parti. 
cular difcuffion of the queftion immediately before the Houfe. 
Thofe Gentlemen had not taken up the queftion, either as te 
the form of the articles, or the mode of proceeding, but had 
confined themfelves folely to the broad confideration, whether 
Mr. Haftings was, or was not, guilty of crimes fufficiently 
great and glaring to render him deferving of punifhment ; -and 
this difcuffion had been handled in a variety of ways by the 
feveral Gentlemen that had undertaken it, and all of them had 
gone the length of arguing, that there fhould be a complete 
and final conclufion to the whole proceeding,—an opinion that 
he was ready to declare his own perfeétand intire dient from ; 
for he could not conceive how it could be reconciled to the 
honour, the confiftence, or the juftice of that Houfe, to ftop 
fhort of fending up the Impeachment to that place, where 
alone it ought to undergo its ultimate difcuffion. The Noble 
Lord who had begun the Debate, and the Hon. Magiftrate 
who had followed him, had confined themfelves wholly toa 
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collateral queftion, and one not immediately conneéted with 
that before the Houfe, namely, the merits of Mr. Haftings, 
which they pleaded as a /et-off apainft his offence]. This was 
a grqund which he expeéted and hoped would have been aban- 
doned, after what had already paffed upon that fubjeét, both 
from Mr. Haitings himfelf, who had difclaimed any fuch plea, 
and from many of the Gentlemen who had delivered their opi- 
nions in the Debates on the feveral Charges. For his own 
part, fuch was his opinion of many parts of the Charges 
brought againit Mr. Haftings, of their importance and their 
criminality, that he could not conceive, if they were well 
founded, how the higheft and the greateft merits, that had 
ever been alledged in favour of Mr. Haftings, could be fet in 
oppofition to them as a plea even againft conviction and punifh- 
ment, much lefs againft inquiry and trial, which were now 
the objects in queftion. His learned friend had very judi- 
cioufly taken a different ground, and given up that fet-off; 
but {till the principles be went on were no lefs objectionable 
than thofe of the Noble Lord and the Hon. Alderman: he 
had treated the fubject as if it was deficient of that confequence 
or magnitude which could intitle it tothe judgment of that 
high and weighty tribunal to which it was propofed to fubmit 
it, and had befides endeavoured to oppofe the further progrefs 
of the bufinefs in that Houfe, by analogous reafonings from 
the nature of this form of proceeding in Parliament, and that- 
of Grand Juries and other Courts. But he could not conceive 
how any Gentleman could poffibly confider the Charges againft 
Mr. Haftings in any other light, than as a very grave, heavy, 
and ferious accufation, fuch as was fupported by evidence at 
Jeait fufficient tg warrant the putting him on his trial, and 
fuch as was of magnitude fufficient, if fubftantiated in proof, 
to bring down on him very ample punifhment. But as to the 
analogies to other inquefts, the learned Lord himfelf, and 
thofe who entertained opinions fimilar to his, had themfelves 
fhewn how little their analogous reafonings applied, for they 
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a'l fecmed to go upon an idea, that the finding matter fufhicient 
t@ put the party on his trial, was affuming, for a certainty, 
that there was fufficient matter to convict; but this was by no 
means the cafe, for it never was fuppofed, or imagined, that 
exactly the fame degree of evidence that was fufhcient to war- 
rant an Impeachment of that Houfe, muft neceffafily be fuffi- 
cient to fupport and infure a conviction ; neither was this the 
cafe in the finding of a Grand Jury : in both cafes, the final 
judicature muft have proog confiderably more fubftantia] thare 
that which the original inqueft would have been juftifiable yn 
proceeding upon. But it was impofiible for that Houfe to go- 
vern itfelf exactly by the rules of a Grand Jury; for the fub- 
jects that were likely to become objects of impeachment, were 
fo different from thofe with which Grand Juries were con- 
verfant, that no analogy could take place in their modes of 
proceeding ; befides, if the Houfe of Commons was to take 
the proceeding of a Grand Jury as their precedent, and follow 
it exactly in all inftances, it would amount to a complete de- 
reliction of that function which they were then exercifing— 
that of Impeachment ; a funétion which had been the bulwark 
of the conftitution, and which had enabled that Houfe to pre- 
ferve and maintain the freedom of their courtry, through the 
feveral ftruggles they had made for that purpofe.—-Was that 
Houfe competent to take depofition and evidence upon oath è 
It certainly was not ; and therefore, if it were not, to proceed 
to an Impeachment upon any other fpecies of evidence than 
would juftify a Grand Jury in finding a bill of indictment, it 
muft never impeach at all; for a Grand Jury could enot find 
it, except upon affidavit. Still he admitted that Houle ought 
never to go fucha length as the carrying up arf Impeachment, 
except upon fuch evidence as would afford a reafonable proba- 
bility of their being able to make good their Charge before the 
other Houfe; and was there not here, from what had been 
produced in fupport of this Charge, and from the collateral 


and indirect matter that had alone beén reforted to in defence 
of 
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of that Charge, very reafonable grounds for expecting that 
they fhould be able to make good the pfefent.?,—An Honowr- 
ab.e Magittrate ( Alderman ‘lownfend) had inveighed with 
great feverity on the conduct of Gentlemen, who he thought, 
in fupport of the Charge, had ufed expreffions of too violent 
and peiional a nature to be admitted in the progrefs of a judi- 
cial enquiry. He certainly was of opinion, that there was 
much illiberality in any attempt to inflame or excite emotions, 
beyond what might naturally be expected to refujt from a fair 
and candid developement of faéts, in the minds of thofe who 
were the inftruments of public juftice. He confefled, that he 
once was of opinion, that the language of thofe who chiefly 
promoted the prefent proceeding, was too full of acerbity, and 
much too paffionate and exaggerated; but when he found 
what the nature of the crimes alledged was, and how ftrong 
the prefumption that the allegations were true, he confeffed he 
could not expect that Gentlemen, when reciting what they 
thought treachery, actions of violence and of oppreffion, and 
demanding an inveftigation into thofe aétions, fhould {peak a 
language different from that which would naturally arife from 
the contemplation of fuch actions. The Hon. Magiftrate had 
argued, that the honour of the Houfe was not committed to 
adopt the Refolutions of the Committee, and had endeavoured 
to prevent fuch an impreffion from falling upon Gentlemen, 
as an inducement to their voting for them. But was there, 
heafked, any danger of Gentlemen being influenced by fuch 
a confideration, ih the prefent inftance? Had the Refolutions 
of the Secret Committee been a new matter, perhaps there 
might then have been fome room for cautioning the Houfe not 
to be drawn into too hafty aneadoption of them, from motives 
of confiftency, becaufe, in fuch a cafe, their adoption might 
pofibly be attributed to fuch motives; bur, in that cafe, fuch 
a caution muft be unneceflary, for no Member could confider 
himflelf bounu to fupport the Refolutions of a Committee, 
merely becaufe they were Refolutions of a Committee. 
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this inftance, the objećt of the Hon. Alderman ought to be, 
to convince fuch Geneemen, individually, as had voted for 
the 1everal Charges, that having done fo, yet they would not 
be inconfiftent in now pofing the Report; but this argu- 
ment, he muft fay, he believed no Gentleman would attempt 
to fupport, for certainty no Gentleman, who haf fupported 
the Charges, could, confiftent with the principles on which 
he did fo, now oppofe the further progrefs of the bufinefs. 
But, in fact, he not only confidered thofe Gentlemen who 
voted for the Charges individually, but the whole Houfe col-, 
lectively, as called upon, by every motive of honour and con- 
fiftency, by their regard for the national character as well as 
their own, to unite, and perfevere, in bringing the matter to 
a final conclufion before the other Houfe.—T he Hon. Gentle- 
man who had fpoken laft, and who every body knew to be 
moft perfectly converfant in the affairs of the Eaft-Indies,— 
who had done himfelf fo much honour in every part he had 
ever taken in the management of their affairs, and who had 
been befides in general a ftrenuous oppofer of the meafures of 
Mr. Haftings, had that day made the beft defence for him 
that he had as yet heard, and yet, upon the very grounds of 
that defence, Mr. Haftings appeared highly cailpable. The 
principal argument that Hon. Gentleman had {tated in favour 
of Mr. Haftings, was, that a great part of thefe rapacious 
exactions, whtch he had made in India, arofe from the orders 
he had received from his employers, the Eaft-India Directorsg 
who were fo elated with the acquifition of the Dewanee of 
Bengal, and the expectations they from thence ente:tained of 
becoming the channels of vaft wealth into this country, that 
they gave him directions for fuch extenfive inveftments as 
could not be provided by the ordinary refources of the Com- 
pany, and of courfe drove him to the neceflity of fupplying, by 
rapacity and extortion, the means of fulfiiling their injunc- 
tions.— Taking this to be the fact, it was, he contended, no 
= argument whatfoever to fkreen Mr. Haftings from punifhment, 
for 
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for it went to fay, that whatever acts of injuftice a fervant of 
the Company may commit, provided he does it by the orders 
of his immediate fuperiors and employers, he fhould nof be 
amenable to punifhment; a principle which, of all others, 
that Houfe fhould be moft affiduous to refift, becaufe fuch a 
principle, `f once eftablifhed, would entirely overthrow the 
re{ponfibility of all public officers, even of Minifters them- 
felves. But was the fact even fo, the Eaft-India Company 
might entertain too flattering and too fanguine ideas of their 
fituation, and fo doing would naturally, as they had done, 
give orders to their fervants meafured by the fcale of thofe 
ideas. But was Mr. Haftings juftifiable in recurring to acts 
of oppreffion and tyranny, in order to realize the vifionary 
profpects of his mafters? Was it not his duty to undeceive 
them, and, by a proper reprefentation of their affairs, excufe | 
himfelf for the non-performance to its full extent of their 
commands? He fhould recapitulate as fhortly as poffible the 
{tate of the Charges againft Mr. Haftings, from which it 
would appear, how impoflible it was for him, or fuch Gentle- 
men as were of opinion with him, to give any other vote, 
but one of concurrence with the Motion. Though he cer- 
tainly confidered the whole of the Charges, as originally 
brought forward, as highly exaggerated in fome parts, and as 
not wholly founded in others, yet there appeared, from the 
evidence that had been produced, that there was in them a 
great deal of matter of fubftantial criminality, and fufficiently 
authenticated to warrant the Houfe im proceeding upon it. 
The chief point of this mafs of delinquency was all he could 
touch upon, nor would he go into the articles at any length, 
having already delivered his fentiments pretty much at large 
upon fuch parts of them as he was not anticipated in by Gen- 
tlemen who thought as he did. In one part of the Charge of 
Benares, there was great criminality; in that of the Princefles 
of Oude there was ftill more, and that, indeed, he looked 
upon as the leading feature in the whole accufation. In the 
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Charges concerning Farruckabad and Fyzula Khan, there 
was alfo much crimmal matter. In all of thofe there were 
inftances of*the moft violent acts of injuftice, tyranny and 
oppreffion ; a¢éts which had never been attempted to be vindi- 
cated except on the plea of neceffity. What that neceflity was, 
had never been proved ; but there was no neceffity whatfoever 
that could excufe fuch actions, as thofe attended with fuch 
circumftances. He could conceive a State, compelled by the 
neceffity of a fudden invafion, an unprovided army, and an 
unexpected failure of fupplies, to lay violent hands on the 
property of its fubjects ; but then, in doing fo, it ought to do 
it openly, it ought to avow the neceffity, it ought to avow the 
feizure, and it ought unqueftionably to make provifion for a 
proper compenfation, as foon as that fhould become practi- 
cable. But was this the principle Mr. Haftings went on? 
No; he neither avowed the neceffity nor the exaction; he 
made criminal charges, and under the colour of them he levied 
heavy and inordinate penalties, which, if he had a right to 
take at all, he would be highly criminal in taking in that 
fhape, but which having no right to take, the mode of taking 
rendered much more heinous and culpable. He certainly had 
no right to mpofe a fine of any fort on the Prineeffes of Oude, 
for there was not fufficient proof of their difaffe€tion or rebel- 
lion; and the fine impofed on Cheit Sing in a certain degree 
partook of a familar guilt, though not to fo great an extent, 
for then the crime was, in his opinion, not fo much in the 
fine itfelf, as in the amount of it, and its difproportion to 
the circumftances of the perfon who was to pay it, ard the 
offence he had committed. But this vindication from one part 
of the Charge, in itfelf fo weak, became, when coupled with 
other parts, a great agpravation; for when a perfon on the 
one hand commits extortion, and on the other hand is guilty 
of profufion, if he attempts to fkreen himfelf under the plea 
cF neceffity for his rapacity, it follows that he is doubly cri- 
m.nal for the offence itfelf, and for creating the neceffity of 

that 





63 


64 





PARLIAMENTARY [May 9 


that offence by his prodigality ; and a ftill higher aggravation 
arifes from the manifeft and palpable corfuption attending that 
prodigality ;—for to what elfe could be attributed the private 
allowances made to Heyder Beg Khan, the Minifter of the 
Nabob Vizier, and the fums paid to the Vakeel of Cheit Sing, 
when it was remembered that the one led the way to the treaty 
of Chunar, and the other to the revolution in Benares. The 
Hon. Gentleman who fpoke laft had attempted to excufe all 
thefe actions, by fhewing that Mr. Haftings was not the perfon 
who firft began the interference of the Company with the na- 
tive Princes, nor the influence it had obtained in their politics ; 
and that the inconveniences attending the double government 
of Oude were not to be imputed to him. But furely, to what- 
ever Caufe that influence might be originally attributed, Mr. 
Haftings was anfwerable for the management of it, as long as 
it was in his hands, and toexcufe him on this plea, would be 
to juftify the tyranny by the power; for though the influence 
of the Company had given him the power to opprefs the 
neighbouring country, it had not impofed on him the neceffity 
of doing fo. “The Hon. Gentleman had attempted to palliate 
thofe parts of Mr. Haftings’s ondu&t, by ftating, that if he 
were guilty, Ht was fo in common with the reft of the Coun- 
cil; but this, if it were the cafe, was by no means a fufficient 
excufe for hifm, nor could it be a reafon with the Houfe for 
diopping the Impeachment ; for his having aecSmplices in his 
@rimes could be no exculpation, and it would be highly deros 
gatory to the honour of that Houfe, if they were to fay, «c No, 
we will not bring the delinquent to juftice, becaufe there are 
a number of delinquents befides him.” Nor would this be a 
reafon even for impeaching» the reft, for it was by no means 
advifeable to multiply examples : the proper way was, to felect 
fuch as, from their exalted and oftenfible fituations, were the 
more likely to be an effectual example. But it was impoffible 
to juftify Mr. Haftings on fuch a ground as this, even if it were 
a tenable ground at all; becaufe a confiderable part of thofe 
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enormities, which he was charged with, were committed at a 
diftance from his Co-fncil, and when he was entirely out of 
the reach of*their advice or controul, 

In the Article of the Contracts, there were fome glaring 
inftances of breach of orders, and of improvidence and profu- 
fion, which though not of fo heinous a nature as thofe he had 
before mentioned, were fuch as called loudly for punifhment. 
But there was another Charge which he was aftonifhed to find 
the Gentlemen who defended Mr. Haftings could treat fo 
lightly, as it was one which appeared to him in itfelf fufficiert 
to juftify the Impeachment, though it had ftood alone, and 
was of fuch a nature as, in a peculiar degree, called for the 
interference of that Houfe. This was the Charge of taking 
Prefents, which, in every light it could be confidered in, 
whether as a direct breach of the law which appointed him, a 
pofitive evidence of corruption, and a degradation of the cha- 
rdcter of his employers, was a great and heavy accufation; 
and as to the excufe that had been offered, that he had re- 
ceived thofe Prefents for the ufe of the Company, even that 
was criminal in a degree. But for his part, he could not 
accede to the opinion either that he had received thofe fums 
with an intention of applying them to the fervice of the Com- 
pany, or that he had actually applied them all in that way ; 
for had this been his intention he would have kept fuch ac- 
counts, and made fuch immediate communications of them, 
as fhould clearly prove that it was fo. But there were no fuch 
accounts produced, nor no fuch communications made; and 
there were, befides, circumftances attengling fome of them, 
that proved they muít have been received with a corrupt inten- 
tion. Asan inflance of this, he mentioned the prefent Mr. 
Haftings had received from Kelleram, which was attended 
with the moft fulfpicious of all circumftances, namely, that 
that verv perfon was at the time in treaty for a diftrict of land 
belonging to the Company, and no queftion could be enter- 
tained but he gave the moncy in order to obtain a favourable 
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bargain; fo that had this been done for the Company, it was a 
moft unjuftifiable and impolitic method of managing their c6n- 
cerns; for in that cafe it fhould have been negociated openly in 
the nature of a fine, and not privately as a bribe, in which lat- 
ter light alune it ought to be corffidered. Upon the whole, be 
concluded with declaring, tha the Houfe could no otherwife 
confult their own honour, the duty they owed their country, 
and the ends of public juftice, than by fending up the Impeach- 
ment to the Houfe of Lords. 

i Mar- Mr. Martin declared himfelf a friend to the Impeachment, 

after the fats ‘nm the feveral Charges had been fo fully eftablifh- 
ed. “He faid, if any Gentleman woule move that a retribution 
fhould be made to thofe perfons from whom fums of money had 
been exacted, he would fecond the Motion. 

t sd Mul- Lord Mulgrave declared, as he had voted againft the Quef- 

_— tion on every Charge, excepting only that relative to the Pre- 
fents, he muft, for confiftency’s fake, vote for the worthy 
Alderman’s Motion that night. | 

Mr.Burgefs. My. Burge/s fpoke in favour of Mr. Haftings. 

MajorScott. Major Scott faid, I rife, Mr. Speaker, to offer a very few 
obfervations upon fome things that have fallen in the courfe of 
the debate, but without a wifh to go into a minute detail of the 
Articles at this late hour of the night. The Right Hon. Gen- 
tleman below me (Mr. Pitt) has faid, that if the neceffity for 
the confifcation of the Begums treafures were proved, it would 
be a complete juftification. Confideriag, Mr. Speaker, thé 
mafs of papers that I have been under the neceffity of moving 
for, itis not at al] ffrprizing that many of them remain to this 
hour unperufed; but if ever there was a point forfully proved, 
that no man of common fenfe can entertain a doubt of it, the 
papers in my hands prove the neceffities of the Government of 
Bengal, at the period in which Mr. Haftings authorized the 
feizure of the Begums treafures. “I hefe papers prove that we 
had at that time five armies in the field, each many months in 
arrears, without a probability of thefe arrears being paid off ; 
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and Lord Macartney’s letter to Mr. Anderfon proves the de- 
fperate ftate of our affairs in the Carnatic. An army largely 
in arrears, no money in the Treaffry, a French fcet and a 
French army hourly expected, and the fupplies from Bengal, 
liberal as they were, by no means adequate to their expences, 
‘This, Sir, was our fituation in every part of India. The 
Company’s interefts fiwking, as Mr. Haftings truly faid, in 
every quarter, and only to be preferved by ftrong meafures 
exerted with a {trong hand. I hope, Sir, I am neither a ruf- 
fian nor a robber; but I proteft to God, the circumftances wêre 
fuch, that had I been the Governor-General, I think they 
would have juftified me in plundering a Mofque, or rifling a 
Zenana. After having recited what the ftate of the Company’s 
affairs was, and the papers on your table prave it in its fulleft 
extent, I now affert, that Mr. Haftings nover has ufed, and 
that he never thought of ufing the plea of necefflity; it would 
have borne him fully out, but he had another. The article of 
Impeachment ftates very truly, that the Nabob Vizier had often 
wanted to feize his mother’s treafures, but was prevented by 
Mr. Haftings; but in 1781, when the Begums had aéted in 
fuch a manner as to juftify Mr. Haftings to his own confcience 
in withdrawing the Company’s guarantee, he did it, and by fo 
doing, he permitted the Nabob to do that which he fo long had 
wanted to do, and the Company’s diftrefles were relieved. 
That the Begums had afforded affiftance to Cheyt Sing, was a 
fact of the mo publjc notoriety. Mr. Markham has told you, 
at your Bar, that he believed it as fully as he did the exiftence 
of the American war; and I do declare, Mr. Speaker, upon 
my honowr, that I have converfed with thirty Gentlemen, who 
all affert the fame thing, and will depofe it at the Bar of the 
other Houfe. The error Mr. Haftings committed, in my opi- 
nion, was this—inftead of acting upon the univerfal notoriety of 
the fact, he wifhed to make affurance more fure, and affidavits 
were taken to fatisfy, not himfelf, but the people in England, 
who had not the fame means of information that he had. I 
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therefore repeat, Sir, that though Mr. Haftings does not ufe 
the plea of neceffity, there never was a period in which the 
neceflities of any State were fo urgent as when thofc treafures 
were feized ; and I now pledge my credit in this Houfe, and to 
my country, that it will come out in proof, we owe the pre- 
fervation of India, in 1782, to the feizure of the Begums trea- 
fures. I fome time ago moved in this Houfe, for copies of 
any complaints that might have been fent home againft Mr. 
Haftings, from Fyzulla Cawn, Muzufter Jung, the Nabob 
Vizier, or any of his fubjeéts, and the return to this order was, 
two letters from the two former, faying that Mr. Haftings’s 
kindnefs to them had been very great, and expreffing a hope 
that his fucceffor would be equally kind tothem. ‘“Iheanfwer 
from the Nabob was, that he had fent an agent to England, 
to reprefent to the Direétors, that he hoped there never would 
be any deviation from the agreement his deareft friend, Mr. 
Haftings, had concluded with him, yet they are the men he 
is accufed of treating fo ill. An Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Mar- 
tin) for whom, though we do differ in opinion, I entertain 
the greateft refpect, has faid, that if any perfon would make 
a Motion to afford retribution to thofe who have been injured 
by Mr. Haftings, he would fecond the Motion. If I thought 
as that Hon. Gentleman does, I would wait for no man to 
make the Motion—I would fatisfy my confcience, and make 
it my felf. I would ftand up for the dignity and honour of 
the Hoyfe of Commons of Great-Britain, which will be 
rendered infamous to all pofterity, which will become the 
fcoff and fcorn of Europe, if it pronounces certain aéts of 
Mr. Haftings to be wrong, if it impeaches him for thofe aéts, 
and bafely and meanly benefits"by his mifdeeds. Mr. Haftings 
is accufed in the Charges before the Houfe of accumulating, 
for the Eaft-India Company, nine millions and a half fterling, 
by acts of oppreffion and injuftice, a Right Hon. and Learned 
Gentleman (Nr. Dundas) in his firft Indian fpeech in this 
Houfe, when I fat in the gallery, accufed the Directors of 
finding 
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finding fault with their fervants for the means they took to 
procure money, but*he added, they always were very réady to 
take the nfoney. He opened his Indian Budget twodays ago, 
and I confefs it was a proud day; but the Right Hon. Gen- 
tleman took credit for every fum that Ma Haftings had ac- 
quired. If thofe Charges are true, will a Britifh Houfe of 
Commons permit Cheyt Sing, whois ftyled a Prince, to be a 
fugitive through Indoftan? Why do they not reftore him, 
and repay him the 123 lacks we have taken from him? We 
never could have got the hundred and thirty lacks the Nabob 
Vizier owed us in 1781, except by the feizure of the Begums 
treafures—fo with the Nabob of Bengal—the King Shaw 
Allum—the Sale of Corah and Allahabad, and the Prefents 
All thefe acts have procuted for the Company nine millions 
and a half fterling; I think them all juftifiable, politic and 
wife—but if I thought otherwife, I fhould conceive myfelf as 
infamous as the Corregidor in Gil Blas, who punifhed the 
robber for ftealing a bag of a thoufand doubloons, but inftead 
of reftoring the money to its right Owner, appropriated it to 
his own ufe; and therefore I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that this 
Houfe will record its own infamy toall Europe, if it punifhes 
Mr. Haftings for acts done for the public gapd, and does not 
make retribution to the injured parties, but not one word up- 
on this fubjeét have I heard, except from one Hon. Member 
who has engaged to fecond the retributory Motian I fhall 
not detain the Houfe with a more accurate examination of she 
Articles, butas the fcene of three of them is laid in Oude, I 
beg leave to read an extract from the lateft letter that could 
have been received from thence. It ıs dated Lucknow, the 
z0th of O&ober laft, and given to me thie morning by a 
phyfician of great eminence in this town, who received it by 
the Swallow, and it w il fhew the Ho :fe what the natives of 
Oude think of thef{- Charges: 
«c I have s:ead with indignation the voluminous and ma- 
lienant Charges agunft Mr. Haftings. Thc opinions I fup 
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pofe of impartial men in England, muft be the fame as thofe 
of the like defcription in this country ; that he was a great 
man wlio acted zealoufly afd in arduous fivuations for the in- 
tereft of his employers, and wifh him to triumph over hi pre- 
fent perfecutqrs. It appears that at leaft one third of the 
Charges refpeét this place, and I can bear witnefs in what 
eftimation, I had almoft faid adoration, his name is held in 
here from the Vizier down to the loweft of his fubjeéts capable 
of judging. They love him fur the amiible affability of his 
prefent manners; they revere the juttice and moderation of his 
public character, particularly during the latter years off his 
Government, and they are ftruck dumb with aftonifhment at 
his difintereftcdnefs ; for | can fay it from the highcft authority, 
that he would not even permit his current expences to be de- 
frayed whilft he was here, but quafhed with the moft forbid- 
ding dignity, every idea of pecuniary emolument to himfelf. 
The affair of the Begums will perhaps have the worft appear- 
ance in the eyes of the people of England; but the cafe was 
fimply this— That the wealth they poffefied was the family- 
fortune of the Nabob, which, agreeable to the cultom of 
India, was a depofit with the women of his family, and what- 
ever tendernefs might be fhewn duiing their lives, it was 
really and actually his property, and cculd belong to no one 
elfe. This dead hoard was accordingly in a cafe of exigency, 
fuch ag threatened the exiftence of the Englith in Hindoftan, 
and of courfe of their ally, was demanded, not as a contri- 
bution upon the Vizier, or as a loan extorted from him, but 
merely to liquidate h.e debt to the Company, and was faith- 
fully applied to the purpofe, and was fo feafonable a relief, 
that the public credit of the COmpany was faved by it. This 
was all that Mr. Haftings did; the violences ufed in the de- 
tail of the bufinefs ought not to be charged to him.” 
Mr. Young faid, as he had laft Seflions moved that the word 

Impeachment be a part of the Motion, with a view to fhew 
Gentlemen the great length they were proceeding, and by 
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way of expreffing his difapprobation of the mode adopted, of 
exhibiting feparate and diftinct Charges, and then ultimately 
making the, accumulated gvantum of criminality refi Iting 
from the whole, the ground of Impeachment, he fhould with 
to withdraw, and not vote at all, though he did not h firate 
to declare, that after what had paffed, neither the honour of 
that Houfe, nor the honour of Mı. Haftings could be cleared, 
without their carrying the Articles up to the Houfe of Lords. 

Sir Philip Fennings Clerke {poke againft the Amendment, Sir rie 
and for the fecond reading of the Report, with a view to for- 
ward the Impeachment. 

The Houfe divided on the word now ftanding part of the 
Queftion, when the numbers were, Ayes (for the Report’s be- 
ing now read a fecond time) 175. Noes 89. 

Major Scott faid, he had feveral ot fervationg to make on the MajorScott. 
different Articles, but he was not prepared to make them at 
that late hour; he therefore wifhed the Houfe to adjourn the 
farther confideration of the Report to this day. 

Mr. Fox faid, he had no objeét’on to confent to having the Mr. Fox. 
firft Article read and voted, and then poftponing the farther 
confideration of the remaining Articles of the Report till next 
day, in order to give the Hon. Gentleman time to make his 
obfervations, provided that every Gentleman clearly and dif- 
tinctly underftood, that as foon as the queftion had been put 
upon each article, the decifive qu ition of Impeachment would 
come on. 

The Chancellor of the Exche,uer faid, when they came toy,.w.pit 
the Article containing fome facts which he had, when the 
Charge was under fepaiate and diftin® difcuffion, ftated his 
reafons for not adop ing; he would then ftate his objections, 
and if they were over-ruled, he wo.ld not vote it all upon that 
Article, but that he fhe uld neverth lefs be ready to vote for 
the general Queftion of Impeachment, 

This being fo adjuited, the fint Article was read and voted. 

After which, the remainder of the Report was adjourned for 
further confideration next day. 


F 4 Thur fdaj, 
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Thurfday, May 102 


REPORT OF THE SECRET COMMITTEE, CONTAIN- 
ING ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT AGAINST 
WaRREN HASTINGS, ESQ. 


The Houfe, upon motion, proceeded to take the remaining 
Articles of the Secret Committee into confideration, and when 
they came to the Article relative to the Prince fles of Oude, 

_ Major Scott faid, he did not mean at all to trouble the Houfe 
with objections to the Articles, but there was one objection, 
in point of fact, to the fecond Article, which he could not 
help taking notice of; it was in proof before the Houfe, both 
by viva voce evidence, and by undifputed records, that every 
thing afferted relative to the women-in Khord Mahal, was a 
moft palpable and ridiculous mifreprefentation ; that not only 
Mr. Haftings, but no Englifhman, Irifhman, or native of 
Scotland, had the f{malleft connection, directly or indirectly, 
at any time, with the women of the Khord Mahal. As this 
affertion muft be fo completely difproved before the Lords, he 
fubmitted it to the Gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe, 
whether they would chufe to infert fuch nonfenfe in their 
Charge. As for Mr. Haftings, he was clearly ignorant of the 
whole proceeding, but he ftood up for the honour of every 
fubject of Great Britain, when he faid that no* perfon con- 
nected with our Government was accountable direétly or in- 
directly for the good or ill government of the women of the 
Khord Mahal or leffer Zenana. 

Mr. Burke faid, the Houfe had the preceding day heard, 
from an authority of the fir rank, (Mr. N. Smith) of the 
smproper part Hyder Beg Khau (the Minitter of the Nabob 
Vizier) had taken, and he meant to charge Hyder Beg Khan 
as the inftrument and agent of Mr. Haftings in all the tranf- 
actions relative to the criminal proceedings in Oude, of which 
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the Houfe would hear much more than they yet knew, the next 
day. Hyder Beg Khan had been the black mover of thofe*black 
proceedings§ at the very mention of which a white face could 
not but have blufhed. Mr. Burke added iome other reafons 
for thinking decidedly that Mr. Haftings was the principal, 
and Hyder Beg Khan the immediate agent of ail the acts of 
criminality, oppreffion and corruption committed in Oude, 
and gave notice that he would act upon that fentiment, and 
make it matter of Charge againft Warren Haftings, Efq. 

Major Scott faid, in reply to Mr. Burke, that he would pufh Mr. Scott. 
the matter no further; but when the Right Hon. Gentleman 
failed in all his proofs, as he knew he would, he hoped the 
Houfe would recollect all that had pafied on that day, and as 
he now faw an Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Courtenay) in the 
Houfe, who had related fome circumftances relative to Colo- 
nel Camac, the Major faid, he was ready to lay before the 
Houfe, in letters written by Colonel Camac himfelf, the 
fulleft proof that the Hon. Gentleman had aflerted what had 
not the fmalleft foundation in fact. The fubject, it was 
true, was of no great confequence, but he pledged himfelf 
to prove, from letters written by Colonel Camac himfelf, 
that there was not the {malleft foundation éor one fingle af- 
fertion that the Hon. Gentleman had made relative to Mr. 
Haftings’s treatment of that officer. 

Mr. Courtenay rofe, and faid, he would not lightly ftate a Mr. Courte- 
fact of importance to the Houfe, and declare it to be authen-"*”" 
tic, unlefs he was perfuaded himfelf that it was well founded. 
He had heard the particulars of the anecdote he had tated the 
preceding day relative to Colonel Camac, from a gentleman of 
undoubted veracity. [he gentleman he alluded to was well 
known, he believed, to many perfons in that Houfe, and uni- 
verfally refpefied by all who knew him; he meant Mr. John 
Smith. “That Gentleman had in his prefence declared, that 
Lieutenant-Colonel Camac had taken the command of the 
troops at the inftance of Mr. Haftings ; that he had by dint 
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of fuperior vigilance and aétivity, furprifed Madujee Scindia’s 
camp, taken all bis artillery, and made g great number of his 
forces prifoners; that Madagee Scindia in confeguence fcnt 
two Vakeels with propofitions of peace extremely favourable 
to the Britifh intereft in India; that Lieutenant-Colonel 
Camac immediately tranfmitted the propofitions to Mr. 
Haftings, and inftead of receiving any aniwer to the point, 
Colonel Muir was fent out to take the command from Lieu- 
atenant-Colonel Camac, which was, he believed, the firft in- 
ftance of rewarding a fuccefsful-Commander by depriving him 
of his command. Mr. Courtenay added, that Colonel Muir 
was afterwards defeated by Madagee Scindia, and a dif- 
honourable peace was ultimately obliged to be made. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WARREN HASTINGS, Esa. 


On the Queftion (moved by Mr. Burke, after the Articles 
of Impeachment were all read, amended, and agreed to) 
«< That Warren Hattings, Efq; be impeached of High Crimes 
and Mifdemeanours,”’ 

“irSumnese Mr. Sumner expreffed his aftonifhment that a gentleman 
of fuch high chara&ter, acknowledged ability, and received 
integrity as My. Haftings, fhould be the fubje&t of an im- 
peachment. He faid he had been bred up in the habit of re- 
garding that gentleman as a model of perfection, and been 
taught by thofe, who for twenty years had rua a race with 
Mr. Haftings in public life, to think, that if he could imitate 
any thing of his great example, he coud not fail to make a 
fhining. figure in any ftation, to which, by the exercife of his 
talents, or by the chance of events, he might be raifed. He 
defcribed Mr..Haftings as a man educated in the idea of filling 
a place in private life only, but who had, by unforefeen ac- 
cidents, been exalted to a rank of great dignity and fingular 
power. That, however his conduét in that dangerous and 
tempting fituatijon, might have rendered him the object of a 
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profecution carried on in that Houfe, with uncommon viru- 
lence, (he had almoft faid, with unexampled malice) he was 
regarded by the world in general as a pol®ician poflefied of moir 
than ordinary wifdom, and as a ftatcfman eminent for his 
activity and exertion. ‘The French, he faid, to whom Mr. 
Hattings had certainly, in his public conduét, evinced no pu- 
tiality, idolized him, and extolled his a€tions as more than hu- 
man. Indeed there was fcircely a quarter of the globe, ot any 
place in any diftrict of the divifions of the world, that did not 
join in his praife, and fpeak of him with rapture, excepting only, 
that Houfe, where he had been debafed by joking phrafes, run 
down by ribaldry, and loaded with inveétive, fit only to be ap- 
plied to the moft atrocious criminal after convidlion, and by 
no means worthy to be heard ina Britifh Senate engaged in an 
enquiry, whether there was matter of charge or not, againft a 
gentleman who had lately ftood in a fituation, from its eminence 
alone, intitled to refpect and veneration. Mr. Sumner purfued 
his theme in terms equally glowing and animated, and after an 
abundance of praife of Mr. Haftings, of deprecation of his pro- 
fecution, and of aflertion of his thorough conviction of his 
complete innocence, he concluded with expreffing his concur- 
rence in the Impeachment, as the only means f refcuing Mr. 
Haftings from the calumny with which his name was at prefent 
loaded. 

Major Scott rofe after Mr. Sumner, and faid, I will not, Mr. MajorScott. 
‘Speaker, prefume to dgtain the Houfe upon the prefent queftioa, 
but as I have invariably and confcientioufly voted againft every 
Article, and as I now mean moft heartily, to vote for the Im- 
peachment, I hope the Houfe will permit me to ftate very 
fhortly what are my reafons for the vote I now méan to give :-— 
I oppofed the Articles froma complete conviétion that they are 
founced in ignorance and mifreprefentation, and in fact, the 
whole of the R‘ ht Hon. Gentleman’s Charges amount to this, 
that Mr. Haftings by oppreflion, by injuftice and corruption, 
has obtained for the Company nine milfions and 2 half fterling. 

I think, 
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I think, Mr. Speaker, that all the as complained of were wife, 
politic, and juft. But were I of a Contrary opinion, could TI, 
as an honeft man, lay my hand upon my heart, aad vote for the 
Impeachment of Mr. Haftings, while bafely and infamoufly I 
benefited by his mifdeeds? I could not. And how Gentle- 
men, who condemn thefe acts, fuffer a day to pafs without 
moving retribution to the fufferers, is to me incomprehenfible. 
The Articles, however, have been received by the Houfe, and 
it is aflerted, that he has been influenced by corrupt motives in 
various inftances. This being the cafe, I cheerfully vote for 
the caufe being transferred to that tribunal, where I know the 
falfity of the Charge murt be proved by incontrovertib} i- 
dence; and it is upon this ground I give my vote. I agree to 
the Impeachment, as the means by which the honour of Mr. 
Haftings will be fully cleared ; at the fame time I, with all 
mankind, exprefs my wonder that, after all the calamities this 
country has fuitained, after all the lofles fhe has fuffered from 
the folly or mifmanageme::t of her Rulers, the man allowed by 
all to have been eminently fuctefsful, fhould be the obje& of 
profecution by the Commons of Great-Britain in Parliament 
afiembled. 

Mr. Burgefséaid a few words complimentary of Mr. Haftings, 
and declared his concurrence in the Motion, for reafons fimilar 
to thofe that had been acknowledged to actuate other Gentle- 
men, amicably inclined to Mr. Haftings. 

‘lhe Queftion was carried. 

Mr. Frederick Montague faid, he rofe to make a Motion, 
that could not, he conceived, meet with refiftance after what 
had paffed, as it was founded in principles of juftice and hu- 
manity. Mre Montague thep moved, 

< That Mr. Burke, in the name of the Houfe of Commons, 
and of all the Commons of Great-Britain, do go to the 
Bar of the Houfe of Lords and impeach Warren Haftings, 
Efq; late Governor General of Bengal, of High Cuiimes and 
Miifdemcanors, and do“‘acquaint the Lords, that the Commons 
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will, with all con emit Ipecd, exhibit Articles azant gin, 
and make good the fume.” 

The majority of the Houfe immediaŭ ly attended Mr. Buke 
to the Bar of the Houfe of Peers, wheie Mi. Burke lok mnly 
impeached Mr. Haftings in the form above recited. 


a a a a a aaa 
Friday, Alay 11. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WarRRtNnN HasTINGs, ESQ: 


Mr. Burke ftood up in his place, and reported to the Houfe, Mr. Burk- 
that he had been to the Bar of the Houfe of Lords, in obedience 
to the commands of the Houfe, and there, in the name of ihe 
Houfe of Commons, and of all the Commons of Great-Britain, 
impeached Warren Haftings, Efq; of High Crimes and Mif- 
demeanours. Mr. Burke propofed Meff. Wallis and Troward, 
as the Solicitors on the part of the Houfe, and took the oppor- 
tunity of giving notice, that at the inftance of fome perfons ot 
confliderable importance in that Houfe, he fhould move to dif. 
charge the Order that ftood for this Day, for taking into con- 
fideration the Charge relative to the Mifdemeasours in Oude, 
which he meant to bring forward, when he fhould be extremely 
fhort, unlefs the criminality ef the condu& of Mr. Hattings, 
which in his Opinion appeared upon the face of the Char ze, 

efhould be denied; and in that cafe, he fhould frel it neceflary 
to go fomewhat at length into explanation. 


CALLICS PRIN Tees RIE 


Upon the Queition for readingethe Report of this Bill, 
Mr. Dempjler rofe and oppofed ıt, on the ground or the Bill Mı. Demp- 
eing likely to proye injurious to the Revenue. Lle contended, *’” 
that though individual Members of Parliament were not offici- 
ally called upon to propofe meafures for the incierfe of the Pe- 
enue, that it was nevertheleis th ir duty umiscrislly todoall in 
their 


Alderman 
Newnham. 


Mr. foliffe. 
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their power to prevent any meafure f. `m paffing into a law that 
was likely to tend to its diminution. 

Alderman Newnham fhortly replied, and defended the Bill as 
fair, liberal, and juft, fince it held out protection to fkill, in- 
genuity, and invention with an equal hand, and made no dif- 
tinction in favour of any particular place or any particular 
party. 

The Houfe divided, 

Ayes, 78. Noes, 1A. 


FARMING Post Horse Tax BILL. 


The Order of the Day for the third reading of the Poft Horte 
Tax Farming Bill being moved and read, the Speaker put the 
Queftion, when 

Mr. Folie faid, that he conceived it to be his duty to oppofe 
the progrefs of the Bill in every ftage, and that although it had 
been before debated, he could not avoid again ftating his ob- 
jeCtions tothe principle. For that it was the principle that was 
attempted to be eftablifhed, and not merely the Bill that was 
the object of purfuit, no man who would allow himfelf a mo- 
ment’s confideration, could poffibly doubt. One Hon. Gen- 
tleman, a uniform fupporter of the Minifter, and who was pro- 
bably much in his confidence, had fpoke out manfully, as he 
always did; he had declared that the letting of. the revenue to 
farm in many inftances, was the beft mode of collection, and 
ought to be eftablifhed. ‘This affertioN was acquiefced in by 
the Minifter’s filence ; and Mr. Joliffe faid, he would put the 
matter thus in iffife: would the Right Hon. Gentleman de- 
clare that hę never would again apply to Parliament for the 
power to let to farm any other part of the revenue? If he 
would, this, though in many refpe&ts objectionable, might be 
acceded to; but if he would not, no mran could be hardy 
enough to deny that the principle of letting the revenue to farm 
was the object fought after, and this was only to try how the 
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Houfe and the public would relifh the attempt. He would, 
titerefore, he faid, contend againft the principle, and endeavour 
to fh w that it was not conformable to the vencrally received 
priiciples of the conftitution, and that it went to eftablifh a 
fyftem of influence, of power and corruption, greater than ever 
was known to exift in this country. He was well aware that 
it might be faid that the letting the revenue to farm was no 
direét breach of the conftitution, for that it had been practifed 
in former times: to this he muft obferve, that he conceived the 
conftitution to depend more on modern than on ancient prac- 
tice, and that there had been no inftance fince the reign of 
Charles the Second of letting any part of the revenue to farm. 
He did not know whether the prefent Miniftry would chufe to 
date the æra of the conftitution from that reign, but he would 
co no farther back than the Revolution, and from that period to 
this, no Minifter had dared even to propofe a meafure of the 
kind. To argue that the grant of the crofs pofts to Mr. Allen 
had any analogy to this, was a pofition the moft prepofterous 
that could be ftated; Mr. Allen was the inventor of that 
fctheme, and he was allowed to farm the experiment as Mr. 
Palmer now farmed the carrying the letters by coaches. He 
was limited to take a definite fum for each letter, no difpute 
could arife, and if the perfon to whom the letter was directed 
did not choofe to pay for it, he did not receive it; but in this 
cafe, endlefs difpute and litigation would be promoted. If the 
principle of letting taxes to farm was once admitted to be a good 
mode of colleéting the revenue, it was equally applicable to any 
other tax as to this. The letting by bidding, as was propofed 
in this cafe, by no means took away the preference, if any was 
wifhed to be given; the fecurity of a favoured perfon might be 
approved, and thofe to whom partiality was not to be fhewn, 
might be declared infufficient. “There were even in a public 
letting innumerable ways of forwarding the fuccefs of one and 
. preventing that of another. But admit only the principle of 
letting the revcnue, and it did not tollow that a public letting 
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was always to be adhered to, it might (if ıt accorded with the 
inclination of the Minifter) be faid, morë might be obtaincd ] y 
private than by public agreement, and that the Miunifter of 
Finance is to make every tax as productive as poffible, by fuch 
means as appear to him beft; this opcns a door for corruption, 
and jobs of every defcription, and there is no influence that can 
be practifed on an individual, nor any pillage of the public 
treafure that is not liable to be eftablifhed upon this maxim. 
There is no length of time to which it may not be argued as 
advifeable to extend the contract, nor any fum, however low, 
at which it may not be ftated, that a new tax ought to be let. 
Onc obfervation as to this particular tax, he faid, he muft 
make ; the very foundation on which the Bill was built, namely, 
that the tax was evaded, had never been eftablifhed, the pro- 
duce had increafed annually, and the lait year amounted to one 
hundred and fourteen thoufand pounds. So that the pofting of 
the kingdom muft have amounted to four hundred and fifty -fix 
thoufand pounds, which was as much as could be fuppofed, and 
he apprehended as much as could have been expended in that 
mode of travelling only. That there might be fome fmall eva- 
fions poffible, though he was not able to trace any, but he was 
fure thofe evaffons were by no means equal to the money the 
farmer would gain, over and above what the Public I reafury 
would receive. No Miinifter, he faid, had ever attempted fo 
bold and dangerous an experiment; no man, But the Right 
Hon. Gentleman, he was fure, had rafhgefs enough to embark 
in fuch a fcheme. 

Mr. 2tlbraham contended, that it would have been kind and 
proper in the Minifter to have humoured the national prejudices. 
That the prejudices of the people clearly went ayainft the idea 
of farming any part of the national revenue, and as thofe picju 
dices were known aad avowed, it was the duty of the Ki ht 
Hon. Gentleman to have adapted his meafures accoid.ngzly. 
Fle contended likewife, that there was an efflential diftinction 
between the payment of a tax being evaded by thofe, whom the 
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Legiflature intended to pay it, and its being fraudulently held 
back from the Exchequer by the Collectors. In the prefent 
inftance, it was not pretended that the public did not pay the 
tax, and confequently it was hard to inflict upon their fhoul- 
ders what they confidered as a galling and vexatious mode of 
collection, where they certainly were not at all to blame. 


Sir Richard Hill faid, as he had fully delivered his fentiments Sr R. Hull. 


in favour of the Bill, on a former occafion, he would not tref- 
país but a very few minutes on the time of the Houfe; but he 
rofe to exprefs his fatisfaction that the Bill was fo near paffing, 
and to congratulate the Houfe, that the farming a {ingle tax 
had not operated like a raw-head and bloody-bo us, and terrified 
Gentlemen from fupporting a wife meafure, under the idea 
that ıt was meant as a prelude to putting the whole revenues of 
the kingdom out to farm, as was the practice in France. Sir 
Richard declared, he was at a lofs to account for the eafy way 
in which Gentlemen had made up their minds, fince the laft 
debate. On the queftion for going into the Committee upon 
the Bill, the Houfe had been divided without a fyllable being 
faid upon the fubje& ; and as Gentlemen were prefent whofe 
faces he had not feen, either on the firft or fecond reading, or 
in the Committee, he wondered where they ‘got their intellt- 
gence refpecting the Bill, unlcfs they received it fiom the Poft- 
Horfes that brought them to town, who, being parties inte- 
refted, had, like Balaam’s Afs, fuddenly poflefied the gift of 
{peech. 


Sir Jobn Alfiller faid, it had been his intention to have Sir John 
Mailer, 


given an opinion upon the fubject of the prefent bill in an 
earlier ftage of its progrefs; but that having now heard the 
different objections that had been made to it, and being fatis- 
hed in his own mind of their feeblenefs and unfubftantiality, 
he fhould offer his fentiments upon each of them as they 
fhould occur to his mind. But firit, he fhould take notice c f 
a quotation from NMlontefquieu, brought forward by an Hon. 
Gentleman, in general objection to the farming any put of 
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the revenue, upon the firft day the prefent Bill came before 
the Houfe, which he defired to read as paft of his fpeech, and 
which Sir John having ac-oidingly read, he added, °*fo far the 
Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Dempfter) applies his quotation pro- 
perly, but had he only tahen the trouble to have read the para- 
graph that immediately followed in the fame page, he would 
find it contained the moft powerful argument that had been 
adduced in favour of the Bill now befoie us, where Montef- 
quicu fays, ** I acknowledge it is fometimes of ufe to farm out 
a new duty, for there is an art in preventing frauds, which 
motives of intereft fuggefted to the farmers, but which Com- 
miffioners never think of. Now the manner of levying it 
being once eftablifhed by the farmer, it may fafely be after- 
wards entrufted to a commiffion.”’ Sir John fubmitted to the 
Houfe if Montefquieu was not in this place a moft powerful 
advocate for the prefent Bill. He then went on to fay, that 
the firft objection ftated to the Bill was, that ‘* no frauds had 
been proved to have been committed by the prefent collection 
of the Poft Tax. He had himfelf frequently afked in travel- 
ling to have the ticket in his own pofleffion, which had been 
always refufed him; the fame had happened to many of his 
acquaintance, and he had repeatedly obferved poftillions pafs 
through turnpikes, without producing, or being called to for 
a ticket. He had heard ax other times the poftillion fay, ‘‘ I 
have forgot my tichet,” ** Well, bring it with yoa the next 
turn, (faid the turnpike man) that will do as well.” Has 
this not been the cafe alfo, with almoft every Gentleman that 
hears me ?gand does it not hold forth the ftrongeft pofiible pre- 
fumption of fraud and collufion ? 

Another objeétion has been, that ‘¢ Farming the I ax would 
not increafe the prefent public income.” This objection ftands 
felf-refut-d, inafmuch as the Tax is to be put up to auétion 
at the higheft rate it has ever produced, which’may fairly be 
called playing upon velvet for the public. ‘I he public cannot 
therefore lofe ; it may gaing and I am f{tished its gain will be 
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very confiderable ; nòr have I a doubt but that the 17,0001. 


per annum, {tated from authoryy to de the price of its collec- 
tion, will be regarded as nearly an adequate compenfation to 
its future Farmers; and I do believe men will bid fanguinely, 
from an expectation of a future advance in this tax, upon ac- 
count of the late Treaties and other promifing public profpects, 
as turnpikes have been frequently let fo high as to prejudice 
confiderably their takers.—It has alfo been alledged, that 
sc the farming this Tax was an innovation.” I generally find 
all modern innovations to be modern improvements; and in 
that light, and in that light only, the propofed alteration 
{trikes me to be an innovation. Was not the Reformation an 
Jnnovation ? Was not the Revolution an innovation? Is not 
the prefent general fpirit of toleration through Europe an in- 
novation upon the bigotry and intolerance of Popery Was 
not the Jate Confolidation of the Cuftoms and Excife an innova- 
tion? Was not the application of a million furplus of the 
national revenue, to the gradual liquidation of our public debt, 
a very extraordinary and a very unexpected innovation? And, 
to defcend to fmaller matters, was not the firft introduction of 
forks, which took place in James the Firft’s time, an innova- 
tion upon the practice of our anceftors, who, till that period, 
made ufe of their fingers only at meals ?—** That it would be 
a bad precedent.” We are not, in thefe enlightened days, Í 
truft, to rummage over old books, and mufty rolls and records, 
for precedents to do that which fhall appear to us to be bene- 
ficial to the public, when fuch is our objeét, and within our 
attainment. If we cannot find a precedent, let us make one 
our Cotemporaries will approve ; our fuccefiors will be obliged 
to us, and will adopt ours, if they like it; if not, they will 
make one for themfelves, and for thofe who fhall follow them. 
—** That it was unconftitutional,’? which is merely faying, 
that the name of Farmer of the Revenue is unconftitutional. 
How is it unconftitutional ? In what isit oppreffive ? Can it 
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be oppieffive to continue, as has been hitherto done, to colleét 
the whole of the tax from the public? The tax itfelf is exactly 
afcertained ; the Bill gives no new powers; it lays no new 
tax upon the fubject; it merely alters the mode of collection 
of what the public already pay; it will prevent thofe abufes 
by which the prefent collectors, in confequence of an un- 
derftanding and connivance with each other, may rob and 


. defraud the public for their own emolument; it will have the 


firft and beft quality of a tax under the prefent Act, that of 
taking as little as poffible more out of the pockets of the public, 
than it returns into the Treafury of the State. In regard to 
its being a precedent, we have been informed, I believe with 
much truth, that there are very few branches of Britifh reve- 
nue to which farming is at all applicable. I own, I am forry 
to hear it; for if this mode proved falutary, commodious and 
productive, I, for one, fhould wifh to apply it, wherever it 
could be applied advantageoufly for the public ; however, that 
not being the cafe, there is little ground for the prefent alarm 
upon the fcore of precedent.—-‘* That this mode of collection 
would be oppreffive.”” Where the tax is exaétly afcertained, 
and muft be pid, and whcre the laws admit of no difcretionary 
powers, fo as to make the Farmer his own judge, there can 
be no oppreffion ; he collects it in mode and quantity juft as 
it is collected at prefent, and can collect it no ether way. In 
giefpotic countries, the fubjeét is left to the mercy of the 
Farmers of the Revenue; the neceffities or extravagance of the 
Pring obliges him to prefs and anticipate upon the Farmers 
of this Revenue, who make him advances of money, upon ex- 
prefs condition that he abandons to them all power and au- 
thority for the enforcing and collecting the revenue in fuch 
manner as fhall feem moft for their own emolument, and of 
courfe the moft oppreffive to his fubjeéts. “Is there any fimili- 
tude difcoverable between the twocafes? Surely none the moft 
diftant.—** That it would increafe the power of the Crown.” 

A cu- 
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A curious argument this: a few Farmers of the au.. «ax, 
who bid at public auction, under fanguine hopes of benefit, 
incited perhaps by envy and competition for a fituation which 
they may not hold beyond a fhort limited term, and by which 
fome of them may poffibly find themfelves lofers, will augment 
the power of the Crown! This objection will erdure the teft 
that I can apply to it. The Romans, who rofe to the utmoft 
heights of civil and military eminence, adopted whatever they 
found preferable to their own, in manners and cuftoms, in the 
arts of war and of peace, amongft the nations with whom they 
had any kind of intercourfe. This, fays Montefquieu, was 
one of the chief caufes of their power and profperity. Great 
Britain has adopted from the French and Germans, and other 
monarchical powers, not only every thing fhe knows of the art 
of war, but even the very terms of fortification and of the 
military fcience which we ufe, and which cannot be otherwife 
exprefled by our own language, than in thofe terms that are 
foreign to us. We have alfo had the wifdom to adopt, and to 
make our own (though indifputably the firft marine power in 
the world, many naval improvements from the fhips we have 
captured from France. And our conftitution, the very beft 
of which the human imagination could ever form an idea, is a 
mere feleétion from the different forms of government known 
to mankind, from all which we have adopted what was good, 
and rejected, what was bad. Why not then continue to adopt 
whatever other nations excel in, and leave their abufes to 
themfelves ? 


85 


Sir Gregory Page Turner lamented the neceffity that impelled Sir G. P. 


him, for a fecond time, to differ from kis Right Hon. Friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, of the good intention of 
whofe meafures in general no man, he faid, could be more 
thoroughly perfuaded than himfelf; but *' propofed plan of 
farming the Poft-Horfe Tax appeared to him to be highly ob- 
jectionable, as well on account of the unconftitutional ten- 
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dency of the precedent, as for other fubftantial reafons. SIr 
Gregory pointed out the claufe, allowing the Farmers of the 
Tax to vote at elections for Members to ferve in Parliament, 
as aclaufe peculiarly improper, and ftated why he entertained 
fuch an opinion. He faid, he was always happy when he 
could make the Houfe laugh, but that he was ferious in his 
oppofition to the Bill, though he felt extremely forry to have 
occafion to differ from the Right Hon. the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 

The Houfe divided, Ayes 116, Noes 56. 

After the Bill had been read, Mr. Foliffe brought up his 
claufe, which was rejected. 

Mr. Powys then ftated fome objections to the claufe, war- 
ranting the Attorney General to commence fuits againft par- 
ties informed againft, on the ground of their having acted 
fraudulently, and expreffed his fears left that power might be 
abufed, and exercifed vexatioufly and oppreffively. 

The Solicitor General took a good deal of pains to convince 
Mr. Powys that his fears were wholly groundlefs, and that, 
as in general it would, from the multiplied periods of the Inn- 
keepers payment of what they collected of the duty, be fcarcely 
pofible for them to have any fum of the public’s money, toa 


-Jarger amount th thirty pounds, in their hands at a time, it 


Mr. PowySe 


was not in the leaft likely that any Attorney General fhould, 
even if they felt an inclination to harrafs the Innkeepers 
with vexatious profecutions, have an opportunity of indulg- 
iNgelt. 

Mr. Powys was fatisfed, and did not prefs his propofed al- 
terations. 


The Bill then paffed. 
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Monday, May 14. 





RerorTt on EastT-INDIAN BUDGET. 


Q 
Fhe Order of the Day having been moved and read, for the 
Houfe to take into their further confideration the Refolutions 
of the Committee on Indian affairs, 
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Mr. Hoafféy rofe and faid, he would not have given thafMr.Huffey, 






Houfe any trouble upon the fubjeét, but that he wifhed to 
{tate a few obfervations relative to the amount of the Bengal 
debt, founded upon Lord Cornwallis’s letter, which he thought 
very plainly proved that Monday laft had not been that proud 
day for this country that the Right Hon. and learned Gentle- 
man had ftated it to be. Mr. Huffey declared, he had read 
B.ord’Cornwallis’s letter with great attention, and that it gave 
a very Clear and fair account of the ftate of affairs in India, 
but that it was obvioufly written with great caution, to guard 
againft its being confidered as conveying a very favourable 
impreffion of the ftate of affairs in that quarter. Mr. Huffey 
proceeded to argue from figures, as they ftood in Lord Corn- 
wallis’s letter, that the amount of the debt of Bengal was much 
more than Mr. Dundas had ftated it to be. He contended, 

that it was nine crores of rupees, or nearly nine millions of 
money, exchofive of the fum which Mr. Dundas had fuppofed 
was to be deducted from it, on account of part of the debt 
having been paid off in the courfe of the paft year. After 
fiating very fully the grounds on which he formed this gpi- 
nion, Mr. Huffey declared, he could by no means agréethat 
the ftatement of the true fituaticn of affairs im India m 
proud day for this country, but very much the contrary. 





« 





Mr. Dundas complimented Mr. Hufley on having done what Mr.Dundas 


it was his undoubted duty, as a Member of Parliament, to do, 
wiz. te examine fcrupuloufly every account or {ftatement that 
I 4, was 
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was laid before that Houfe, and to reafon upon it, wherever 
he thought he faw reafonable ground of ebjection. But, in 
his ideas relative to the debt of Bengal, he could not, Mr. 
Dundas faid, help thinking the Hon. Gentleman was miftaken. 
Mr. Dundas then went again over that part of his former ar- 
gument that referred to the debt of Bengal, and maintained 
that he had ftated it fairly, when he had before {lated it at 
confiderably lefs than nine millions. 

Mr.Francis-. Mr, Francis rofe next, and ftated, that his objection to an 
article in the Bengal eftimate of 1786-7, was this :—that the 
charges of colleé&ting the land revenues ftated only Sicca rupees 
39.82.688, whereas he found that, by the laft actual account 
received, namely, that of 1783-4, the fame charges were 
{tated, as incurred, to be Sicca rupees 71.29.094. JI hat he 
was too well acquainted with eftimates, to place any confi- 
dence in them, efpecially againft atual accounts. ‘That 
therefore it appeared to him, that the eftimate under-rated the 
charge to the amount of the difference between the above two 
fums.—Mr.Grenville’s anfwer,which he had accompanied with 
many expreffions of his admiration of Mr. Francis’s ignorance, 
and fufpicions of his veracity, was to this effect: That the 
charges of colleGion of the Land Revenue, in 1783-4, in- 
cluded the charge of collecting the Government Cuftoms, and 
alfo all the Stipends, &c. payable by the Refident at theDurbar, 
which two articles are ftated, in the eftimate of-1786-7, at 
Sicca rupees 22.30.6133; and that, if he would add but the 
four fums, of which the charge under the head of Revenue 
Department is compofed, he would find that they amounted 
to his own fum of 71 Tack odd thoufand Sicca rupees. Now 
the fact, on which Mr. Francis received from the three Mi- 
nifters who govern India the gfoffeft contradiction, was this, 
—the charges of Collection do not include either the Govern- 
ment Cuftoms or the Stipends, nor ever did. - lo prove this, 
he produced the eftimate of 1784-5, which contains a diftri- 
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bution, or particulars, of the whole charges of the Revenue 
department, wz. 





3g 





* Sicca Rupees. 
1. Charges of Colle&tion ~ - -~ 71.63.236 
2. Refident at the Durbar - - - 20.80.000 
3. Committee of Cuftoms - - - 4.7 5-000 


‘Total 97,18.236 
whereas the three India Minifters, by the mouth of Mr. Gren- 
ville, formally and deliberately affured the Committee, that 
the two laft articles were provided for in the firft. The con- 
clufion was, that, in fo material an article as 750,000 1. 
charged for the colleétion of a Land Tax that hardly nets two 
millions, they did affirm that that charge included a fum of 

-250,0001. which it did not include. 

Mr. Dundas faid, the Hon. Gentleman now held a different Mr-Dunaas. 
argument from that he had maintained before; for he had faid 
on Monday fe’nnight, that which, if he had repeated it then, 
he fhould have contradicted as fully, and exaétly in the fame 
manner as before. How was it poffible, Mr. Dundas afked, 
that he fhould be miftaken, when he had held in his hand his 
own letter, containing the very ftatement to which he Had re- 
ferred. He read an extraét from that letter to the Houfe, to 
convince them of the propriety of his former argument. 

Mr. Francis rofe again, and faid, Mr. Dundas, in eftimating Mr.Franc... 
the future Land Revenue of Bengal, took it upon an average 
of the collections of thfee years, viz. 1781-2, 1782-3, | 783-4. 

Mr. Francis objeéted to this mode, and faid, it was unfair to go 
back to thofe years, and pafs by the two laft years, viz. 1784-5 
and 1785-6, in which the collections had fallen fhort of thofe 
of the preceding three. The anfwer was, that they had no 
accounts of the two laft years. Why not? What fort of rule 
and difcipline do you hold over the Government of Bengal, if 
it be true that the India Company, on the 7th of May, 1787, 
have no account of the collection of tbe revenues of Bengal 

7 later 
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Jater than to April 1784? But, in fact, you have an account, 
though not the regular one, yet fufficient for the prefent pur- 
pofe. By this account, figned by the Auditor of Indian Ac- 
counts, it appears that the profs 
Coilections of the year, ending in Apiil 1785, 
were - “ = ” = S. K. 250;425;361 

Ditto for 15 months, ending aift July 1786 - 245,42,108 

If, therefore, the fum be deducted for charges of collection, 
which they amounted toin the preceding year, viz. 71,29,094 
Sicca rupees, the net colleétions of the two latt years will fland 
thus; 
One year, of 12 months, to 30th April 1785 - 1,79,13,287 
One year and three months, to the end of July 


1786, deducting 15 months charges - 1546,20,741 
Whereas the Bengal eftimate, of 1786-7, pro- 
mifes a net receipt of - - ~ 2514,43,617 


ge Se 


‘Thus—Grofs collections, eftimated at - S.R.2,83,79,420 








Deduct, allowed for balances - 20,00,000 
Ditto, charges of collcétion - 39,582,688 
Ditto, Adawlets - - ~ OAs 


— o E S 





09,36,803 





a 


2314:43,617 








Mr.W.Pitte The Chancellor of the Exchequer recapitulated what had been, 
as he underftood them, the arguments of the Hon. Genanii 
and the anfwers of his Right Hon. Frieñds, on Monday fe’en- 
night, and contended that, on each of the two points to which 
the Hon. Gentleman had referred, he had been completely 
aníwered, and told that the expence of Durbar Courts, Adaw- 
lets, &c. made a part of the charges of Collections, which 
they undoubtedly did. 

Mr.Hoffeye Mr. Fluffy read fome few extracts from Lord Cornwallis’s 

letter, by way of illuftrating his former reafoning. 





EXPLANATION. 
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KE. x PY. AW ATIO N: 


Lord Hood rofe to call the attention ef the Houfe tc a matter Lord Hood. 
of perfonal reflection, and therefore the fooner it was cleared up 
the better. His Lordfhip faid, an Hon. Gentleman [then op- 
pofite to him] had on Wednefday laft ufed an expreifion in de- 
bate, which had been confidered as an infinuation that he had 
not done his duty in the action of the 12th of April, 1782. If 
by faying that he had been a /pec?ator of that action, the Hon. 
Gentleman had any fuch meaning, he fhould be glad he would 
explain himfelf, becaufe in that cafe it was not more an infinua- 
tion againft him, than againft the Noble Lord who commanded 
in Chief, fince if the fact were, that he had not done his duty, 
the Noble Lord was bound to have brought him to a Court 
Martial, and made an example of him on the fpot. 

Sir James Erfkine rofe, but was interrupted by a Member, 
who {poke to order, and faid, he had witnefled fo many of the 
difagreeable difcuffions, that fuch fort of converfation led ta, 
that he hoped the matter would not be taken up by any Gentle- 
man but the Noble Lord and the Hon. Gentleman who had 
made ufe of the expreffions alluded to. 

Sir James Erfkine declared, he meant to {peak to order. He Sir James 
then declared his extreme furprize at hearing his Hon. Friend iii 
called upon to give an explanation of an exprefiion, which he 
had amply and completely explained, the very day on which he 
had made ufe of it. 

Mr. Wyndham argued in like manner, and contended, that it Mr. Wynd- 
was diforderly, and contrary to all regular practice to call upon aan 
an Hon. Gentleman to explain an expreffionsthat he had let fall 
in the courfe of debate, four or five days after that debate had 
taken place; but, in this cafe it was fingularly wonderful, be- 
caufe his Hon. Friend had directly, upon his being called to or- 
der, done away the, poffibility of its besng fuppofed, that he 
meant to convey any infinuation to the prejudice of the Noble 
Lord’s character, or profeflional reputation, by declaring, in 

exprets 
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exprcis and unequivocal terms, that he had no fuch irtention, 
as {ome Gentleman had haftily imagined, he entertained, when 
he had faid the Noble Lord had been a /pec?ator of the celebrated 
action on the 12th of April, 1782. Mr. Wyndham confefied, 
when his Hon. Friend had let fall the expreflion, it had ftruck 
his ear as meant to convey an unpleafant infinuation, and there- 
fore he had felt great pleafure in hearing his Hon. Friend do that 
of himfelf which he meant to have advifed him to do, viz. dif- 
avowing an intention of making any infinuation whatever to 
the prejudice of the Noble Lord’s gallant conduct; but Mr. 
Wyndham faid, he could give another proof both to the Houfe 
and to the Noble Lord, that his Hon. Friend had been fincere 
in his difavowal of any fuch intention, and that was, his Hon. 
Friend’s expreffion ot the utmoft anxiety to him, in private, 
on the day of the debate, that fuch a conftruction fhould have 
been put upon his words, as he faw had been entertained by the 
other fide of the Houfe, and a declaration that he had intended 
no fuch meaning himfelf. 

The SPEAKER ftated the Order and Ufage of proceeding, 
when any improper or offenfive words were fpoken in the courfe 
of debate to be, for thofe words to be immediately taken down, 
and a proceeding had upon them before any other bufinefs or 
queftion was debated , but that it was irregular, when the words 
had not been complained of at the time, to enter into difcuffion 
of any expreffion that had fallen in the courfe qf debate, three 
or four days afterwards. 
= Mr. Burke made a fimilar defence 8f Mr. Courtenay with 
Mr. Wyndham, and begged leave to add, as a man of honour, 
that Mr. Courtcnay had, on the very day of the debate, when 
the expreffion in queftion efcaped him, declared to him, that 
it was an accidental lapfe of fpeech, into which he had been be- 
traved by hurry; and that inftead of /ped?ator of the action of 
Lord Rodney, he mcant to have ufed the werd participator, but 
that the other word dropped from him inadvertently. Mr. Burke 


added, that no min could appear more burt than his Hon. 
Friend 
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Friend did, when he found the conftru&tion that a part of -the 
Hoiife had put upon it, and that he exprefled great uneafinefs 
to him on that account after he had done {peaking. Indeed it 
was impoffible that his Hon. Friend, whofe wit was not greater 
than his juftice, nor more prominent than his good Humour and 
even temper, could have intended offenfively to throw out an y 
thing injurious to the character of the Noble Lord, to whole 
exertions the country ftood fo highly indebted, and whole merit 
that Houfe had recognized in a manner the moft flattering to 
honeft pride. Mr. Burke fpoke of the Noble Lord’s behaviour 
on the 12th of April, 1782, declaring that it dignified the titie 
which he wore. After many other very handfome things of his 
Lordfhip, Mr. Burke repeated his aflertion, relative to Mr. 
Courtenay’s declaration to him, that he had not meant to throw 
out any imputation prejudicial to the Noble Lord’s character. 
The Member who had called Sir James Erfkine to order, 
rofe again, and faid, if Mr. Courtenay, whom he had the ho- 
nour to be acquainted with, and knew to be a man of honour, 
did not himfelf feel it to be neceffary to fay any thing more upon 
the fubject, he thought the converfation ought not to continue. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, that he fhould take care me wopr. 
not to be diforderly in what he had to fay, for he would conclude 
with a Motion, and that a Motion which, if the Hon. Gentle- 
man who had been the caufe of the prefent converfation, had 
any intention of cafting an afperfion on the chara@ter of the 
Noble Lord, would give him an opportunity of doing it fairly 
and manfully, and not by indirect and covert infinuation. He 
admitted that the loud and general indignation excited in all 
parts of the Houfe, a few nights ago, at the fulpicion that an 
imputation had been hinted to the prejudice of the Noble Lord, 
who fo juftly {tood in the higheft rank of public efteem and 
gratitude, and againft whom any imputation would be a re 
flection on that Houfe, which had made him the object of a 
public vote of thanks, and on his Nlgjefty who had beftowed 
upon him a diftinguifhed mark of his favour, for his eminent 


and 
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and- memorable fervices. He admitted that the expreffion of 
this general indignatior. and aftonifhment in the whole Houfe, 
had drawn from the Hon. Gentleman fome fort of explanation 
on the fubject. But thofe who knew that Hon. Gentleman, 
would know that it was no very extraordinary fuppofition to be 
entertained, that that explanation, though in terms it might ap- 
pear an apology, might in fact be meant rather as an aggravation 
than an extenuation of the injury—it appeared, however, from 
the affertion of two friends of the Hon. Gentleman, that he 
himfelf had declared to them, that he was forry he had ufced the 
exprefion. Why not then fay in public what he had already 
faid in private? The Hon. Gentleman would have an oppor- 
tunity now, in confequence of his Motion, of faying for once 
whether he was ferious or no, and if he had nothing to ftate to 
fubftantiate an infinuation againft the Noble Lord, at leaft to 
give a retractation of that which he was fuppofed, and which he 
had fuppofed himfelf to have made. The Motion he fhould 
make, would be firft, that the vote of thanks of that Houfe 
fhould be read, and afterwards that it fhould be reprinted in the 
Votes of that day. 

Mr. Fox declared, he had no objection to that Motion, but 
would fupport it, having on every occafion, notwithftanding 
any little political differences of opinion, that might prevail be- 
tween the Noble Lord and himfelf, uniformly.exprefled his 
fincere fatisfaction in having been himfelf happily the perfon to 
move the vote of thanks, in that Houfe, when he had the ho- l 
nour to ftand in a particular fituation. Mr. Fox faid, he knew 
thofe thanks to have been highly merited, and fo far from having 
any objection to the propofed Motion, it would in his opinion 
do good, by refrefhing the minds of all ranks of people of the 
gallantry of the officers, whofe names were inferted in the vote 
of thanks, and of the very great obligitions-the countiy owed 
them. With regard to his Hon. Friend however, Mr. l` ox 
faid, he could not help thinking he had been rather harcly called 
upon, For what was the rea! fact? His Hon Fiiend hal Jet 

fall 
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fall an expreffion to which a meaning had been annexed foreign 
from that which his Ion. Friend intended it to convey. The 
inftant his Hon. Friend finds the conftruction that had been put 
upon it, he riks voluntarily, and in a manner that muft have 
fatished every man who heard it, declared he had not intended to 
fuggeft or infinuate any thing derogatory to the reputation, or 
profeffional conduct of the Noble Lord in queftion, and yet he 
1s called upon, at four days diftance, to explain his meaning over 
again. He might as well be called upon the next day to repeat 
his explanation a third time, the day after a fourth, and fo on 
to the end of the feffion. Befides, Mr. Fox obferved, there 
was fomething fo peculiarly conciliatory about the Right Hon. 
Gentleman, that he wifhed to know, if he himfelf thought his 
talking of retractation and his manner of animadverting on his 
Hon. Friend’s mode of fpeaking, was very likely to incline his 
Hon. friend to rife more than he felt inclined to rife before ? 
He added a few more allufions to the little tendency to conci- 
liate, that there had been in Mr. Pitt’s fpeech, and after fome- 
thing ftill farther complimentary to Lord Hood, fat down. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer declared, that he had not MreW.Pitr. 
meant to be conciliatory in what he had faid, for he looked upon 
it, that motives of private honour alone ought to be fufficient to 
induce the Hon. Gentleman to make that apology perfonally, 
which his friends had thought proper to make for him, and 
-vhich, though it was neceflary for his own credit and reputa- 
tion, could in reality affeé} the Noble Lord no more than the 
infimuation that had fallen from him had or could do. He was 
not a candidate with the Right Hon. Gentleman for the Hon. 
Gentleman’s friendfhip, but he left it to the Houfe to judge 
which acted moft like a friend, he wha recommended to him to 
maxc an apology, which could do honour to none but himéfelf, 
“or the Right Hon. Gentleman who encouraged him to remain 
filent and acqniefce in the fufpicion of having made an infinua- 
tion, by which, if lie had indeed made it, none but himfelf 


could fuffer. 
Mr. 
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Mr. Foxe * Mr. Fox rofe again and faid, the Right Hon. Gentleman’s 
not envying him the friendfhip of the Hon. Gentleman, who 
fat near him, could only be owing to his not having the happi- 
nefs to know him, and thence to have learnt the value of the 
friendfhip of a man of his Hon. Friend’s integrity, and many 
virtues. 

Lord Hood. Lord Hood rofe again and faid, the fact was, that he had not 
heard the expreffion himfelf, as he happened to be moving from 
his feat when the word was ufed; nor was it till the next day 
that he knew the nature of the fort of attack that had been made 
upon him. He had then come down meaning to call for an 
explanation, but he found the Houfe engaged in a very im- 
portant difcuffion, that of the queftion of Impeachment, and as 
foon as it was decided, Gentlemen rofe altogether and went to 
the Bar of the Houfe of Lords; and the next day, when he 
came to the Houfe for the fame purpofe, the Hon. Gentleman 
was not prefent, but came in juft in time to divide againft the 
Poft Horfe Tax Farming Bill, and fat all the time clofe to the . 
Bar, and when the divifion was over, he went away; that,. 
therefore, was the firft day he had found an opportunity of fay- 
ing the little he had thought it due to himfelf to fay upon the 
occafion; had he known that the Hon. Gentleman had de- 
clared he did not mean any infinuation againft his character, he 
fhould have been fully fatisfied; but furely the Houfe would not 
think he had been unneceffarily fecrupulous when they confider-- 
ed, that an officer’s character waseall he had to Carry kim 
through the world. 

Mr. Burke. Mr. Burke rofe once more to do juftice to the Noble Lord’s 
character, and then the Quicftion was put and carried mem. con. 


CoaL SHIPPING REGULATING BILL. 


Mr. Brandling and Sir Matthew White Ridley each prefented 
Petitions againft the Coal Shipping Regulation Bill, and Lord 
Mulgrave prefented one in favour of it. 


Me 
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Mr. Brandling then moved, ‘$ that the Order for reading the a B.and- 
Billa fecond time the next day be difcharged,”’ intending to fol- wre 
low it with a motion that the Bill be read a fecond time on Fri- 
day. Before which day he faid it would be impoffible for the 
Counfel of thofe of his conftituents who had figned the Peti- 
tions, to be prepared upon the fubject. He trufted, therefore, 
that fuch an appeal to the candour and juftice of the Houfe would 
be fuccefsful. 

Lord Mulgrave faid, when a man of the Hon. Gentleman’s Lord Mul- 
refpectable character declared it would be impoffible fur the #7 
Countel of the Petitioners to prepare themfelves to oppofe the 
Bill before Friday, it was not poffible to refift the Motion for 
difcharging the Order, and agreed that the Bill fhould be read 
a fecond time on Friday; but then his Lordthip faid, he hoped 
the Hon. Gentleman would not attempt any more delay, but 
would in a manly candid manner, confent, that if they could not 
prevail by argument, and perfuade the Houfe to throw out the 
Bill, that the Bill fhould go immediately into the Committee 
and proceed through the other ftages of it with all reafonable 
difpatch, and not be attempted to be got rid of by any reafoning 
on the advanced period of the feflion. His Lordfhip faid, though 
the Bill came in as a private Bill, it was of very great public 
importance, and much depended on its paffing into a law this 
fefion, no lefs than whether fome hundreds of Britifh feamen 
fhould be turned adrift, and a great number of Coal-fhips un- 
employed. 

Sir Matthew White Ridley {poke againft the Bill, as likely to sir M. w. 
create frefh diflenfions and animofities at Newcaftle, where they *'“'S* 
had lately prevailed in fo alarming a manner that the aid of the 
foidiery was found neceflary to preferve the peace. Sir Mat- 
thew faid, the circumftance of there being counter and crofs 
Petitions figned by fuch refpeétable men as thofe whofe names 
were fubfcribed to each of the Petitions, would prove not only 
the very great importance of the Bill, but the fort of contention 
that was likely to arife, and the uT Er confequences that 

Vot. iii. H would 
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would in all probability enfue, if an hoftile Bill were forced 
down the throats of the parties concerned, by the ftrong arn of 
power, and the determined exertions of Government. [Upon 
Mr. Pitt’s looking with an air of furprize at this exprceifion | 
Sir Matthew faid, if he had gone too tur in relation to the in- 
terference of Government he would afterwards explain to what 
he alluded, but fure he was if the Noble Lord would confent to 
print the Bill after the fecond reading, and let it go over to the 
next feffions, an amicable Bill might be chalked out, and in that 
cafe every defirable effect would follow, but otherwife he faw no 
profpect but that of reviving animofity and diffenfion. 

Mr.W.Pitt. The Chancellor of the Exchequer obferved, that whatever dif- 
ference of opinion there might be on the general fubject of the 
Bill, yet on the prefent queftion all parties feemed agreed ; 
namely, on the propriety of deferring the fecond reading tll 
Friday. For his own part he confeffed he was not prepared to 
determine one way or the other on the merits of the Bill; but 
he was certainly of opinion, that it ought not to be pufhed for- 
ward at fo late a period of the feffion, unlefs either there was 
an actual and immediate neceflity, or unlefs it was clearly and 
evidently unobjectionable. What he principally rofe for, how- 
ever, was to take notice of an expreffion which fell from the 
Hon. Baronet, intimating, that it was an object of Govern- 
ment to prefs the Bill; he could aflure the Hon. Baronet, that 
it was by no means an object of Government, nor did he, for 
his part, take any intereft whatever im the bufinefs, beyond : 
that which he fhould feel on every other fubjeét, in which the 
intereft either of the whole or any part of the country was 
involved. 

Mr. Brand- Mr. Brandling fpoke agains and, in the courfe of what he 

unge faid, declared that the great encreafe of the Coal Trade, and 
the fituation of it at prefent, did not portend. any probability of 
a number of feamen being turned a-drift the enfuing fummer, 
in cafe the prefent Bill did not pafs this feffion. 

Lord 
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Lord Mulgrave rofe again and faid, the very argument the Lord Mul- 
Hôn. Gentleman had ufed againft, the° Bill’s paffing the prefint ee 
feffion, was an argument in favour of its paffing with as little 
delay as poffible, and he would explain his meaning by a fingle 
iluftration. The fubfcribers to the Petition, that he had deli- 
vered in favour of the Bill, were all of them men who would 
be contented with making feven or eight voyages to and from 
London and Newcaftle in a year; but in confequence of the® 
laws in exiltence not being fufficiently efficacious to anfwer 
their own objects, a partiality was fhewn by the co.l owners to 
certain favourites, who were thence enabled to mike thirteen 
voyages a year, and if that practice continued, a great number 
of the coal fhips muft be obliged to quit the trade, and confe- 

quently very many feamen muft neceffarily be turned out of 
their employment. 

After fome farther debate, the Order for reading the Bill a 
fecond time this day was difcharged, and a new Order made 
for the Friday following. 


COMMISSIONERS OF ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. Dempfter obferved, that there had beenono money voted Mr. Demp- 

in the Committee of Supply for the Commiffioners for inpet- 7 

ing Public Accounts, but only a fmall fum for their Secretary. 

He was forry to find this was the cafe, as it augured thata 
ommiflion which had had fuch good effects was likely to be 
ifcontinued.—If this however were to be the cafe, he hoped 

that the commiffion would not be diffolved without making a 

fuficiert compenfation for their time and trouble, to thofe 

Gentlemen who had executed it with fo much honour to them- 

felves and benefit to the public. © 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, that the Commiffion Mr.W.Pitt. 
was to be difcontinued, becaufe the bufinefs for which it was 
appointed was concluded, and the reafon for not voting the 

money for the reward of their great and ufeful fervices in the 

Supplies was, becaufe as their duty was completed, it was right 

H 2 that 
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that they fhould recci\ e their full remuneration, and not as 
heretofore only a part of it on account; he therefore intended, 
l efore the end of the feffion, to move an addrefs to his Nlajeity 
tor that purpofe. 


CHARGE AGAINST WARREN HasTINGs, Efq; 
MISDEMEANORS IN OUDE: 


The Order of the Day having been read for the Houfe to re- 
folve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe on the Chai ges 
againft Warren Haftings, Efq; the Speaker left the chair, 
and Mr. Saint John took his feat at the table. 

Nir. Burke. Mr. Burke then rofe, and bezgan with expreffling his hopes 
that he fhould not have occafion to detain the Houfe long, as 
they had at length arrived to the important period, that made 
matter of common opinion, that wherever a charge upon the 
face of it wore the features of criminality, it would be witer to 
fubmit it, when matured by the Secret Committee in the 
fhape of an Article of Impeachment, to the inveftigation and 
decifion of the Houfe of Lords, than to fpend much of the time 
of that Committee in inquiring minutely into the particular 
facts contained in it. He had laft week impeached Warren 
Haftinzs, Efq; of High Crimes and Mifdemeanors, and he had 
that day, Mr. Burke faid, had the honour of delivering at the 
Bar of the Houfe of Lords the Articles of Impeachment, a cir- 
cumftance that did that Houfe the higheft credit, and at the 
fane time rendered it the le‘s neceflary for him to trefpafs long 
on the patience of the Houfe, on the prefent extremely long 
charge, ‘as it fivuod wpon their table. He fhould, however, 
mer.iy ftate the principal points of it, in a fummary way, to 


fhew that it contained criminal matters, and then move the 


xeaeral queition upon the wnoie. With regard to feveral of 


thefe facts, Nir. Hlaflings had him({clf fave 1 him and the Com- 
mittee much time and trouble, by admitting them in his de- 
fence, and particulaily all the Charve contained relative to the 
diftiefs of the Province cof Oude, and the confufion of the 


Nabob 
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Nabob Vizier’s affairs. He fhould therefore charge the. faid 
Warren Haftings with having been the caufe of that decay, 
diftrefs, and confufion; he fhould charge it upon the Britifh 
Government of the Province, exercifed under the direction of 
the faid Warren Haftings, and prove that it was ®wing to a 
military force being eftablifhed in the Province, unconnected 
with the Government, and not fubject to the controul of the 
Nabob, and to the appointment of the Britifh officers to colle& 
the Revenues. He faid, he would charge the faid Warren 
Haftings with making treaties for the profeflgd purpofe of 
remedying evils, but by them aggravating the fame; with 
having and employing fecret agents to counteraét all good mea- 
fures; with making contradictory charges againft the Britith 
Refident at Oude; with ordering a native Colle&tor to be 
murdered ; with afterwards letting a large territory to farm to 
Almas Ali Khan for fix years; with laying fnares and traps 
te deceive and enfnare the Britifh Refident; with pretending 
to pay the Nabob’s debts, which were never paid, and with an 
infinite variety of other criminal facts, which Mr. Burke read 
from a paper on which he had extraéted the great outlines of 
the Charge. After going through the lift, Mr. Burke faid, he 
thought it neceflary to fay thus much, out of refpe& to the 
Committee, and he had avoided faying more, in order to ac- 
commodate himfelf to the feafon, the wifhes of Gentlemen on 
all fides, and the propriety of the particular cafe. Having 
added a few curfory abfervations, he moved the ufual Refol@- 
tion, that the fixteenth Article contained matters of Charge 
of High Crimes and Mifdemeanors againft Warren Haftings, 
Efq. 

Major Scott faid, he did not mean to divide the Committee MajorScotte, 
upon the prefent Charge, or to detain them more than four or 
five minutes; in fact, as the friend of Mr. Haftings, he fhould 
rather wifh that the prefent Charge went up to the Lords, be- 
caufe he was confcious that where criminality was alleged, infi- 
nite merit would appear;—but as a “Member of the Britith 
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Houfe of Commons, he held it his duty to tell Gentlemen, that 
he held a letter in his hand, which fo clearly and pointedly ex- 
plained the caufe of all the diftreffs that had been felt in Oude, 
that he fhould hold himfelf culpable if he did not communicate it 
to them. ‘he letter, 1t was true, was before the Houfe, but 
he believed that in common with very many papers of infinite 
importance, this letter had been perufed by very few indeed of 
thofe wha had voted for the Impeachment of Mr. Haftings. 
"The Major faid, he joined iffue with the Right Hon. Gent-e- 
man in all he had faid, as to the diftrefles of Oude, but he 
contended that all thefe diftrefles were occafioned by a fyitem, 
which Mr. Haftings had not only oppofed on its eftablifhment 
in 1775, but had actually prophetically foretold, as was very 
fenfibly noticed by Mr. Dundas in the Fifth Report of the 
Secret Committee at the time the meafure was adopted by 
General Clavering,-Colanel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, in 
oppafition to the opinian of Mr. Haftings. 

The Major here read the following extracts from Mr. Brif- 
tow’s letter, dated Lucknow, January 22, 1777- 

‘ The Minifters have often reprefented to the Vizier his 
fituation, but without effet; for though he may have been 
convinced at the-time of the neceffity of a reform, yet his turn 
for expence will render it a moft difficult tafk to bring him to 
abide by any regular fyftem. Befides this reafon, there isa 
yery principal one arifes from the oppofition his Minifters meet 
wtth from Imaum Bucfk, Vipper Chung, and the fayourite 
Tellinga Rajas, who counteract every meafure they propofe for 
introducing good orders and ceconomy. ‘The characters of his 
Excellency’s favourites I explained to the Honourable Board in 
my letter of the 21ft Auguft laft, and am ignorant of any 
change having happened in his fentiments towards them. 

It appears to be his plan to entruft to the Tellinga Rajas, 
the management of any farms that may in future fall vacant. I 
dread the bad confequences that muft enfue; for it needs little 
judgment to penetrate iftto the conduct of men of low births, 

without 
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without either education or abilities, and whom I may fafely 
declare totally unfit for the charge of government. The 
country already feels the effects of “their violence, and the 
Vizier does not receive even a temporary advantage from it; 
as, whatever they may collect from the country, the payments 
to him from all the diftricts fall infinitely fhort of the former 
rents. 

s< The Minifters, whoever they be, will be conftantly per- 
plexed how to a& towards the favourites, as their influence 
with the Vigier places them above controul, and likewife en- 


ables them to obtain extravagant allowances for the charges of 


collections, as well as great deductions for the failure of crops, 
deferted lands, and other various pretences void of foundation, 
Thefe men themfelves, I am told, doubt the permanency of 
their fituations ; they are fenfible of the general difguft which 
prevails againft them, and that, on any change of Govern- 
ment, they would be the firft to feel the effeéts, and therefere 
are the more earneit to acquire emoluments, without regard 

to the means. 
s< In my addrefs of the 8th of Auguft laft, I informed the 
Honourable Board of the abufes which reigned in the Mint, 
and of the imprebability of their being rectified, owing to the 
influence of the Manager, one of the principal Tellinga Rajas. 
I am forry to obferve, that abufes daily encreafe; for at this 
fhort period of time, from my forwarding the Honourable 
- Board a table of aflays, the coinage at {ome of the mints h&% 
been debafed near three per cent. Such departments of the 
Government as are not under the management of the favourites 
‘are neglected, and the perfons invefted with the charge of them 
expofed to the greateft difficulties. Aumils, whofe diftridts 
are filled with refractory Zemindars, and require troops to 
fubject them, cannot obtain affiftance in proper time ; and on 
this account, ] have known great loffes often accrue in the 
revenue. Another great difficulty they labour under is, the 
affignments granted on them exceeding the rent of the lands 
H 4 they 
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they.hold. To many people of influence, who have thefe af- 
fignments, they do not dare to give a refufal, for fear of being 
injured by them, and they are at the fame time unable to com- 
ply with their demands ; fo that I recollect many inftances of 
Aumils, whofe attention has been more taken up in making 
excufes to Tuncawdars, than in the care of their diftricts. 
Every Tuncawdar fends a Vackeel, Hircarras, and a number 
of people, to collect his tuncaw, and, if he has troo,s under 
his command, he detaches a party to exact payment from the 
Aumil: very often troops, whom the Yizier cannot pay at 
the prefence, gre fent to collect their arrears from an Aumil : 
they frequently treat him in the moft ignominious manner, by 
confining and depriving him of all fuftenance, until he finds 
means to fatisfy them. So confiderable an Officer of Govern- 
ment as an Aumil, whofe character fhould be held up to the 
people in the moft refpectable light, to be thus difgraced, muft 
notonly affect the Vizier’s authority, but his revenue, and is 
fo prejutrtiaľ, that it will be impoffible for the Government 
to fubfift long upon this plan. 

** Another great abufe which prevails, is the contempt with 
which the Vizier’s authority is treated. His orders are all 
executed; his-perwannas difregarded, even in the neighbour- 
ing diftri€ts tothe capital, unlefs accompanied by fimilar ones 
from the perfon immediately in charge of the province. In 
fome diftant parts of the country, neither his Excellency nor 
this Aumils are much regarded ; the Gurrocpore diftriét parti- - 
cularly, can hard'y be faid to be under the Vizier’s government, 
as it ws held by Zemindars who pay little obedience to the 
Aumils, and difcharge their revenues with great irregularity. 

« On the appointment of the Minifters, I inf rmed the 
Honourable Board of the advice I had given the Vizier, and 
the confidence I entertained of their earneft wifh to promote 
the j int interefts of their mafter and the Company; and I 
have equal reafon to believe they are zealous in their duty. 


Hyder Beg Cawn has fhewn abilities fufficient to difcharge the 
truft 
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truft repofed in him; but, curbed and oppofed on every occa- 
fion as he has becn, it is imp: faible to expect he fhould have 
been hitherro able to introduce a reforrh in the government. 
I fhall dwell particularly on this fubject, becaufe I know his 
attachment to the Company has expofed him to thé enmity of 
all the Court; but I humbly hope the Honourable Board will 
regard Hyder beg Cawn as a man to whom their countenance 


and protection are neceflary, as well to fupport the Vizier’s 


government, as the Company’s interefts.” 

The Major then added, I have read this letter to juftify 
myfelf to the Houfe, for oppofing, with a negative only, fo 
nonfenfical a Charge as that now before you. We agree as to 
the diftrefs of Oude, but the Right Hon. Gentleman attributes 
that diftrefs to Mr. Haftings. I, on the contrary, who have 
been in Oude myfelf, who have converfed with almoft every 
man who has ferved in that country, and who have ftudied the 
fubject, know that Mr. Haftings foretold the mifchievous con- 
fequences of the fyftem which his colleagues eftablifhed, and 
that he alone has the credit of remedying thofe evils which 
they occaftoned. Oude is a country which has little trade, 
and no mines; yet it appears, that fince the 1ft of Sept. 1773, 
the Company has received above fourteen millions fterling 
from the Vizier; of this fum the Company has drawn from 
the country eight millions and a half fterling ; and fince 1772, 
fifty-two Gentlemen, who have been employed in Oude, have 
. returned with fortunes to Great-Britain. I fuppofe, upon ah 
average, that they have brought home twenty-five thoufand 
pounds each; fome may have brought hqme more; many, to 
my knowledge, have returned with much lefs; but as I do 
not form my calculation at random, l am fure‘ am tolerably 
correct. [his will make the whole amount of fpecie extracted 
from Oude, including the fums fent to Calcutta for the pur- 
chafe of European exports, at leait ten millions fterling.—Is 
there a man of common fenfe, who ferioufly confiders this ac- 
count, that can doubt a moment as to the caufes of the diftrefs 


which 
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which has been fuftained in Oude? I therefore repeat, Sir, 
that, on Mr. Haftings’s account, I rejoice that a Charge fo 
completely nonfenfical has paffed ; but, as a Member of Par- 
liament, I tell this Committee, that they are about to vote a 
Charge, which, if they gave themfelves the trouble to enquire 
into, they would find is fo far from having any foundation in 
fact, that Mr. Haftings is entitled to infinite merit, for reí- 
cuing the Nabob Vizier from the diftrefles in which he was 
involved by the majority of the Supreme Council. 

Mr.Franciss Mr. Francis faid, they did not charge Mr. Haftings with 
being the author of the diftrefs and confufion that prevailed in 
the province of Oude, previous to his having the direction of 
its government, but while the direction of it was completely 
in his power. Mr. Haftings, he declared, had truiy faid, that 
Colonel Monfon died on the 28th of September 1786, and 
from that period only he was accountable for any act of the 
Government of Bengal. “That was precif-ly the fact; and 
upon the events that followed in Oude from that date, to the 
day of Mr. Haftings’s quitting the Government of Bengal, 
were they and Mr. Haftings at iffue.x—Mr. Francis made fome 
ether general obfervations on the Charge, and the facts con- 
tained in it. 

Mr. Burke. Mr. Burke faid, in reply to Major Scott, that whether the 
Charge was nonfenfical or not, whether it was founded in 
folly or fraught with wifdom, was not for them, but for the 
Houfe of Lords to determine. ‘I hat tribunal would doubtlefs 
examine impartially, inveftigate patiently, and decide witely 
and juftly. it was his bufinefs to fubftantiate facts by evi- 
dence, and to prove all that he fhould charge. With regard 
to Mr. Briftow’s letter, he had read it attentively, and he re- 
lied a great deal upon much of its contents. With refpcét to 

fortunes made in Oude, unlefs the making of thofe fortunes 

fhould be found to involve in it fomething of criminality, he 

fhould not meddle with them ; if it fhould be found that it did, 

he fhould, in that cafe; moft undoubtedly interfere : and as to 

fome 











A. 1787.] D E B A T E S. 107 


fome perfons having made great, and others fmall fortunes, if 
it fhould turn out that any of the perfons of the latter defc: ip- 
tion were highly criminal, it would be matter of diffarisfaction 
to him, to know that their conviction could fearcely be fol- 
lowed with any other punifhmenr than imp ifonmen . 

Mr. Demper fupported Major Scott’s arguments, and de- Mr. Demp- 
clared, that Mr. Haftings appeared to him to be f far from ` 
being the autor of the diftreflis and confufion in Oude, that 
he thousht it unwarthy of that Houf- to make it a matter of 
impeachable Charge againft him at the Bar of the Houfe of 
Lo:ds. 

At length the Queftion was put, and carried without a di- 
vilion. 

The Report was made immediately, and the Charge referred 
‘ta the Secret Commitiee, to prepare it as an Article of Im- 
peachment. 











Luclday, Aay 15. 


AMERICAN COMMISSIONERS BILL. 


A converfation took place, previous to the Speaker leaving 
the chair to go into a Committee on the American Commiffion 
ers Bill, in which Mr. Dempfier, Alderman Wat/en, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, took part. Aiderman Watfon and 
Mr. Dempfter fupported the plea, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer admitted it, but declared the cafe required minute 
enquiry. 

Sir Grey Cooper faid, he rofe to fpeak a few words in behalf line 
of a clafs of unfortunate American Loyalifts, whofe hard and 
peculiar cafe had not, he conceived, engaged fo much of the 
attention of the Houfe as it deferved and required. Their 
petition was before the Houfe. He moved, that it micht be 
referred to the Committee on the Bill. Sir Grey faid, the 
Petitioners were perfons who, during the late unhappy dif- 

fentions 
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fenfions in America, and in times of the greateft preffure and 
urgency, furnifhed provifions and other articles of fupply for 
the armies and fleets of the King, without any fpecific con- 
tract or agreement ; who let their houfes and their barns, their 
wharfs ane their warehoufes, for the ufe and occupation of 
thofe fleets and armies, as occafions required ; and whofe pro- 
perty and effects were feized in the hour of imminent neceflity, 
and deftroyed by order of the Generals or Commanding O ficers. 
The payments for fuch fupplies, and for the ufe and occupa- 
tion of fuch houfes and wharfs, and the compenfation for fuch 
particular lofles and damages, ought to have been made in 
America, by warrants from the Generals and Commanding 
Officers, and charged to the accounts of the contingencies of 
the army; but thefe demands had not hitherto been paid, 
either in America or in Great Britain. Soon after the clofe’ 
of the war, the Petitioners applied to the Treafury for relief, 
on the fpecia! circumftances of their cafe, and ıt confifted, Sir 
Grey faid, with his knowledge, that it was the intention of 
the Board, in 1783, that the Commiffioners, appointed by 
the Act of that Seffion of Parliament, fhould have been em- 
powered and required to take the cafe of the Petitioners into 
their confiderZtion, to examine their vouchers, and to liqui- 
date their demands on the public; but by the inaccuracy of 

the words in which the claufe was drawn that gives the powers 

to the Commiffioners, it did not, it feemed, Comprehend the 

cafe of this clafs of Loyalifts. The powers of the Commif- 
fioners extended only, as the Act was conftrued, to thofe per- 

fons Who have fuffered in their rights, properties and profef- 

fions, in confequence of their loyalty to his Majefty. Sir 

Grey faid, the object of his Motion, and of the Claufe which 

he propofed to offer to the Committee to be inferted in the 

Bill, was to remedy the defe& of the original A@. He con- 

jured the Houfe, before they rejected this humble requeft, to 

paufe, and to reconfider the fituation and circumftance of the 

unfortunate perfons who appealed to their juftice for redrefs : 

they 





A. 1787.] DEBATES 


they ftood in the front ranks of thofe loyal fubjects who pre- 
ferved their allegiance to the King, and their fidelity to this 
country, through all the various fortunes of the late unhappy 
civil war; they were men whom neither example, number, 
nor the fuccefs of the adverfe party, could fhake in their prin- 
ciples, or draw from their duty. For the fake of the King 
and Parliament of Great-Britain, they had forfeited and left 
behind them handed eftates and perfonal property of immenfe 
value; many of them had left fplendour, affluence, and di- 
ftinction ; moft of them the comforts of independent compe- 
tence, arifing from trade or profeffional fituations : they hed 
left a country, which, however it might have ufed them, they 
ftill looked back to with predilection and regret. They brought 
little or nothing with them acrofs the Atlantic; but the con- 
‘fcioufnefs of the reétitude of their own condud, and a juft 
confidence in their title to the compaffion, fuccour, and pro- 
teGtion of the Britifh Parliament, and in the equity of their 
claim of fuch relief and compenfation as the country, for which 
they have loft their all, can afford togivethem. (Alas ! faid 
Sir Grey, no confideration humbles the country more, than the 
neceflity of that word, efford!) ‘The unfortunate perfons, 
whofe cafe he was recommending to the attention and feelings 
of the Houfe, had fuperadded to the merit of the cleareft loy- 
alty, a demand on the juftice of the nation. Simte they came 
here, they had fuffered, amongft other things, that which 
wounds the heart of a gentleman, and a mañ of honour, more 
than any circumftance that accompanies misfortune,—the pain 
of folicitation; but they were men who, in fuffering all things, 
had fuffered nothing: they did not complain even of delay, 
but they ventured, with ai poffible humility and fubmiffion, 
to remind the Houfe of the fituation and condition of their 
affairs. They wereduly grateful for the temporary relief and 
fupport which many of them had received, and continued to 
receive, from the public; and they hoped and trufted that the 
Houfe would confider, and interpret in a favourable manner, 

the 
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thë motives of thcir prefent application, and the anxiety with 
which they defired, that if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
wouid not give his confent to allow their cafe to be tnferted in 
the Bill in order to be referred to the Coinmiffioners, fome 
other mode of enquiry might be inftituted by the Board of 
“Treafury before the next Seflion of Parliament for the «xamina- 
tion of their vouchers, and the liquidation of their demands. 

When the Sp.aker was about to put the queftion that he 
leave the Chair, 

Mir. Courtenay faid, he rofe unapplied to and unfolicited to 
fay a few words on what had been the fubject of a debate yefter- 
day. He rofe to do that juftice to the profeffional character of 
the Noble Lord (Lord Hood) which he was precluded from 
doing, by the acrimonious or rather unhandfome manner in 
which he had been folicited to do fo by the Right Hon. Gentle- 
man (Mr. Pitt.) However inclined he might have been, the 
ftyle and manner of the Right Hon. Gentleman made his com- 
pliance at the moment incompatible with any fenfe of propriety 
or decorum, and inconfiftent with any fentiment of fpirit or 
honour. Mr. Courtenay begged leaye to make a few remarks 
on the peculiar perfuafive fpecies of logick which the Right 
Hon. the Chancellor of the Exchequer had adopted. The 
Right Hon. Gentleman thought proper rather contemptuoufly 
to difclaim his friendfhip, yet would fain induce him to defert 
his friends, by rejecting their advice, and complaifantly adopt- 
ing the Right Hon. Gentleman’s. Mr. Courtenay faid, how- 
ever he might lament the lofs of the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer’s political triendfhip, yetthe Right Hon. Gentleman would 
not alledge ghat he had ever courted it; perhaps, he might juftly 
fav, that on fome occafiofs, he had rather ftudioufly declined 
it, both fince the Right Hon. Gentleman was Minifter of the 
Crown (as he chofe emphatically to ftyle Rimfelf} and when he 
made a part of a Noble Marquis’s adminiftration. It would be 
readily admitted, Mn Courtenay faid, that a politica! friendthip 
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with the Right Hon. Gentleman could alone be either envrable 
or defirable, as from the fpecimens he fo trequently gave of his 
amiable temper and difpofition in the Houfe,—his private 
friendfhip, or any intimate focial connection with the Right 
Hon. Gentleman might be eafily difpenfed with. However, he 
had fome confolation for the lofs of the Right Hon. Gentleman’s 
favour, by the fupport he had received from fome Hon. Gentle- 
men of the moft diftinguifhed talents and charaé&ter, whofe 
friendfhip he fhould always confider as the higheft honour. 
Sanctioned by their opinion the preceding day, (which coin- 
cided with his own) he had remained filent, and refifted the ex- 
hortations of the Right Hon. Gentleman, who, with great pro- 
feffions of cordiality, had advifed him to repeat an explanation 
which he had already made, and which was therefore unnecef- 
fary; and at the fame time, the Right Hon. Gentleman with his 
ufual felicity of expreffion and infidioufnefs of intention, pre- 
vented him from complying with a requeft, urged with affected 
candour and ftudied plaufibility. Sanctioned by the opinion of 
thofe friends, Mr. Courtenay faid, by whofe opinion he had 
been directed the preceding day, and at their defire, he rofe to 
do what at his coming into the houfe he had not the leaft con- 
ception of doing—to repeat that explanation which he had given 
lait Wednefday, that he had not the leaft intention to throw any 
reflection on the Noble Lord ; the expreffion was unintentional, 
and had dropped in the hurry of debate. It would have been 
abfurd, ridiculous, and foolifh, Mr. Courtenay faid, in him to 
have hinted any infinuation again{ft the character of the Noble 
Lord, who ftood defervedly high in his prefeffion, in the efti- 
mation of his country, and who had received the thanks of the 
reprefentatives of the people for his fervices.—One word more, 
and he fhould then conclude: The Right Hon. Gentleman 
had faid, it was hard to know when he was ferious or ironical ¢ 
yet the Right Hon. Gentleman, by the refentful and acrimoni- 
ous manner in which he had exprefiled himfelf, feemed {till to 
have retained both his memory and fenfibility corre&tly and 
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feelrngly, and to have judged accurately enough when he had 
been ironical at the Right Hon. CSJSentleinan’s cap nce. How- 
ever, left the Chancellor of the Exchequer fhould be at a lofs 
for the future, or fhould not difcriminate with his «/wal judg- 
ment, Mr. Courtenay begged leave to aflure him, whenever he 
paid him any compliments perfonally or politically, the Ri he 
Hon. Gentleman might be perfuaded that he was ironical. 


INQUIRY INTO ABUSES AT THE PosT-OFFICE. 


Mr. Grey rofe in purfuance of his notice, to make his pro- 
mifed Motion relative to Abutes in the Poft-Office, and opened 
his fpeech by difavowing any perfonal motive for his conduct, 
and declaring, that the highe: confideration of what was the duty 
of a Member of Parliament, impelled him to come forward on 
public principles, and ftate the neceflity of an enquiry into cer- 
tain abufes in the Poft-Office, that proved the malverfation of 
thofe who were entrufted with the management of that office. 
Having thus cleared his way, he proceeded to mention as the 
firft and leading faét on which he grounded his application, (an 
application which, he declared, he would not have made, had 
there appearedsto him to be any other means likely to be re- 
forted to for the cure of the abufes in queftion, than a Parlia- 
mentary Enquiry) thatin the year 1775, a perfon of the name 
of Baron, or Barham, who had been agent of thg Dover Packet, 


and was grown old and infirm, applied to the Poft-mafter Ge- 


neral for leave to retire, and to be fuperannuated; leave was 
given, and Mr. Walcot, formerly of the Poft-Office in Ire- 
land, was appointed, upon condition of paying Mr. Barham 
an annuitv.e “Ihis, Mr. Grey obferved, was thus far a fair 
tranfaétion ; but at the fame*ime it was conditioned that 3501. 
a year more, out of the falary, fhould be paid annually to Mr. 
Lees, of the Poft-Office in Dublin, to be by him paid toa 
perfon no otherwife known than by the letters A.B. ‘This, 
Mr. Grey faid, he charged as a corrupt purchafing of a place, 

and 





A. 1787.] DEBATE S. 


and though he fully acquitted Lord Carteret of any motive of 
perfogal intercf{t or advantage to himfelf, from the tranfaction, 
yet Re charged it as an inftance of impure conduét in Lord 
Carteret, as that Noble Lord could not but have known of it. In 
juftification of Lard Carteret, in refpe& to his having any per- 
fonal intereft in the tranfaQtion, Mr. Grey read part of the letter, 
or memorial of Mr. Lees to the Poft-mafters General, in which 
he {tates that the perfon reprefénted by the initials A.B. ıs 
wholly unknown to Lord Carteret, but that the perfon it really 
means, it would be highly difhonourable in him to name. 
Mr. Grey commented for fome time on this tranfaction, and 
then faid he would barely ftate the outline of one or two othe: 
facts, fuficient tn his mind to warrant a Parliamentary En- 
quiry. He mentioned here feveral circumftances relative to 
different packets, ftating that in fome inftances they were worn 
out, and veffels not above a third of their tonnage, and with 
fcarcely a twentieth part of their complement of hands on board 
hired to do their duty, but charged as complete packets to Go- 
vernment. In others again, there were fome packets that did 
no duty for ten months together, and yet were charged as if on 
full and conftant duty. The packets he named in this part of 
his fpeech were the Trevor, the Hamden, the Tankerville, and 
the King George packets. [When he named the Tankervill: 
and faid that packet had been out of employ for fome months, 
the Houfe burft into a roar of laughter, doubtlefs from feeling 
the aHufion between the fact ftated, and Lord Tankerville’s 
having been for about the fame length of time difmifled from 
his office of joint Poft-mafter General; and when Mr. Grey 
faid the King George packet had proved a notorious {/muggler, 
the fame effe&t was produced on the mufcles of the Houfe, from 
the odd combination of ideas the fact fuggefted.] After men- 
tioning the above and various other abufes, Mr. Grey proceed- 
ed to extend his chasge to the Right Hon. the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, declaring that Lord Tankerville, while in office, 
had fat himfelf attentively upen endeavouring to correct the 
Von. IlI. I abufes 
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abufes in queftion, had -fuggefted feveral plans for their preven- 
tion in future, and had communicated thofe plans to the Right 
Hon. the Chancellor of the Exchequer, had received his com- 
mendation for his zeal and attention, and had been promifed 
his fupports, but as he could not prevail on Lord Carteret to 
fee the abufes in the fame light as he did, nor take the fam¢ 
pains to cure and prevent thcir continuance, the two Noble 
Lords quarrelled, and it became impoffible that they fhould 
continue joint Poft-mafters General. This being the fact, an 
ordinary obferver would have imagined that the Right Hon. 
Gentleman would not have difmiffed the Poft-mafter General, 
who had fhewn himfelf anxious for a reform, and had taken 
pains to effect it, but the other Poft-mafter General, who was 
a protector of the abufes in queftion, and the oppofer of the 
reform to be defired. Inftead, however, of difmiffing Lord . 
Carteret, the Right Hon. Gentleman had difmiffed his noble 
relation, Lord Tankerville, and that of a fudden and in a man- 
ner the moft unexampled and extraordinary. Mr. Grey rea- 
foned for fome time upon thefe circumftances, and faid it was 
clear, there could be no motive for difmiffing Lord ‘Tankervule, 
but that noble Lord’s having preferred doing his duty to every 
other confideration. He conceived, therefore, that the Right 
Hon. Chancellor of the Exchequer had acted in a manner de- 
ferving of cenfure, and with a view to eftablifh that fa&t, as well 
as the other charges againft Lord Carteret that he had ftated in 
the courfe of his fpeech, he concluded with moving, 
« That a Committee be appointed to enquire inte certain 
Abufes in the Poft Office.” 


Mr.W.Pit:. The Chancellor of the Exchequer role, he faid, not to detain 


the Houfe long; and certainly not to oppofe the Motion of the 
Hon. Gentleman; a Motionemade for an enquiry into abufes 
{tated to exift in a flagrant degree, and which an Hon. Gen- 
tleman declared himfelf impelled by his duy as a Member of 
Parliament, and not by any private or perfonal views to make, 
was fuch an one as he fhould, at all times, feel the ftrongeft in- 
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clination to comply with, and to which nothing but evident and 
palpable impropriety could induce him to refufe his confent. 
But he expected, that if the Motion were to pafs, the enquiry 
intended to be made might be proceeded upon immediately be- 
fore the end of the Seffions, and be pointed to the preper object 
of cenfure, if cenfure were upon inveftigation found to be de- 
ferved. The Hon. Gentleman had made heavy charges againft 
a Noble Lord of high character and unfullied honour, and had 
thought proper alfo to extend his accufation to him, and it would 
be but a bad method of confulting either his own or the Noble 
Lord’s reputation, to endeavour to fhrink from an enquiry into 
the true grounds and merits of the accufation. The part he 
had taken in the tranfaction relative to Mr. Lees, was one 
which he was always ready to fubmit to the judgment of the 
Houfe. A memorial had been fent from the General Poft 
Office, figned by the two Noble Lords, who then prefided 
there, Lord Tankerville and Lord Carteret, ftating that Mr. 
Lees would probably fuffer an injury in his employment to a 
very confiderable amount, in confequence of the feparation of 
the two eftablifhments of the Poft Office—that of England and 
Ireland from each other. It alfo ftated the annuity paid by Mr. 
Lees to Mr. Watcot, and by Mr. Walcot to Mr. Baron: and 
he, together with other Lords of Treafury, as well in confi- 
deration of the actual lofs fuftained by Mr. Lees, as from the 
circumftance of that Gentleman having done the buftnefs for a 
confiderable time fora {mall falary in the profpe& of an increafe 
in his profits in future, did upon enquiry into the amount of the 
lofs, fign an order for an addition of four hundred poynds to 
his falary. As to the charge made by the Hon. Gentleman, 
that he was inclined to wink at abufes in the Poft Office, or 
any other public eftablifhment, i¢ was a charge wholly unwar- 
ranted by faét, and unfounded by any reafonable prefumption. 
So far was he front any backwardnefs for the reform in abufes 
in that office, that he had fuggefted a meafure for the general 
reform of all thofe very abufes relative to fhipping and other 
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things, which the Hon. Gentleman had mentioned, and that 
mealure formed a part of the Office Reform Bill. He then 
concluded by reading tħe Refolution he had moved about three 
years ago on that fubject, which appeared to be exactly in the 
fame fpir't, and to point to nearly the fame objects as Mr. 
Grey’s complaints had done. 

Mr. Fox got up to declare it was fomewhat too hard on his 
Hon. Friend, to endeavour to tie him down to a completion of 
his Report before the end of the Seffion. It was not poffible for 
any Gentleman to anfwer what the fort of evidence might be 
that the Committee, might find it neceflary to have before them. 
Poffibly they-might be obliged to fend to Ireland for Mr. Lees, 
and that would unavoidably delay the effectual proceedings of 
the Committee for fome days. All that his Hon. Friend could 
undertake was, to proceed as far as he could with fuch evidence . 
as fhould be found to be within his reach, and it ought in can- 
dour to be remembered, that when his Hon. Friend gave notice 
of his intention to make his Motion, he had faid, if it was 
thought too late in the Seffion, he would willingly defer it till 
the next Sefion. With regard to the Right Hon. Gentleman’s 
having figned his name to the Treafury Warrant in common 
with other Lords of the Treafury, for 4001. to Mr. Lees, as 
far as that went on the ground thercin ftated, he had not the 
{mallteft fcruple to fay it was a perfectly fair tranfaction; but 
then had the Right Hon. Gentleman the g50J. paid to Mr. 
Lees for A. B. in his head at the time, becaufe if he had, he 
had not merely figned an annuity of 4001. fimply to Mr. Lees, 
but an annuity of 400]. in addition to 3501. paid to Mr. Lees 
before, making inf the whole 7501. Mr. Fox reafoned upon 
this as a matter that warranted fuppofition, and till it was ex- 
plained, it was not unfair to.prefume it to be fo. With refpe@ 
to the fudden difmiffion of any of the King’s fervants, his nọ- 
tions upon that matter were rather high; s he conceived it to 
be the undoubted prerogative of the Crown to chufe its own 
fervants; but if it were made out upon the propofed enquiry, 
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that Lord Tankerville had endeavoured to correét the abufes 
ftated by his Hon. Friend, and had fuggsfted to the Right Hon. 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer plans of correction of thofe 
abufes, and efpecially of that of fuffering 350l. of the public 
money to be annually paid away in the name of A.B. toa 
perfon whom nobody knew, that circumftance, coupled with 
the fudden difmiffion of the noble Earl, made it undoubtedly a 
matter deferving of cenfure in the Minifter. But he faw a rea- 
fon, Mr. Fox faid, which made it little or no wonder that the 
Noble Earl was fuddenly difmiffed, and which convinced him 
that his Hon. Friend’s partiality to his noble relation made him 
rather unreafonahle—for could his Hon. Friend imagine that 
any merit in his noble relation could ftand a moment in the 
way of the prefent Chancellor of the Dutchy of Lancafter, and 
‘firft Lord of the new Board of Trade, againft whofe intereft the 
difmiffion of a whole adminiftration did not wcigh a feather. 
Having put this very pointedly, Mr. Fox recurred to the idea 
with which he had commenced his fpeech, declaring that he 
wifhed to prefs it upon the Houfe, that his Hon. Friend did not 
accept the engagement he had been invited to enter into, viz. 
that of completing his Report before the end of the Seffion. 


117 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer rofe again to take notice of Mr.W.Pitte 


Mr. Fox’s point about his Hon, Friend (Mr. Grey) not com- 
pleting his report, and his other point relative to the terms on 
which the 400l. ‘I'reafury Warrant to Mr. Lees had been 
figned. With refpect to the latter, he faid, the only grounds 
upon which the warrant had been figned were thofe the Trea- 
fury Minute ftated, viz. in order to make yp to Mr. Lees, a 
very worthy and meritorious officer of the Irifh Poft Office, an 
annuity adequate to what he loft, by the feparation*of the Poft- 
Offices of the two iflands of Great-Britain and Ireland. With 
regard to the Hon. Gentleman’ s not complcting his Report, he 
muft continue to think, that no Hon. Gentleman was war- 
ranted in bringing forward matters of charge againft a Noble 
Lord, and againít him, unlefs they were‘prepared to render an 
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immediate enquiry effectual and complete as its object. Mr. 
Pitt added fome further general reafonings. 

eae Mait- Lord Maitland reprehended the period of the Seffion chofen to 
bring forward an attack of that fort on the character of a Noble 
Lord, who had ferved the public highly to his own credit for 
many years, and had been joint Poft-mafter with Lord Barring- 
ton, Lord Le Defpenfer, and fome of the frit characters in the 
country. His Lordthip faid, the fubject of the propofed enquiry 
had been hawked about the ftreets of London tor many months 
paft, and had been in almoft every body’s mouth. Why then 
had it not been brought forward earlier in the Seffion, when it 
might have been fully and completely gone through, and the 
blame, if any were due, fall where it fhould fall. His Lord- 
fhip faid, the prefent Motion upon the face of it, feemed to 
arife rather from refentment than juftice. It looked as if it 
were founded in pique, and with a view to keep the Noble 
Lord, now at the head of the Poft-Office, in a very difagree- 
able predicament, by calling his character in gucftion, and not 
allowing him an immediate opportunity of clearing it from ali 
imputation. 

Mr. Sheridan defended his Hon. Friend’s conduct from the 
Afr. Sheri- conftruction that Lord Maitland had put upon it, and raifed a 
can, {mile upon the faces of the Houfe, by faying, thatit was poffible 

fome other influence had induced the Noble Lord to ftand up 
fo warm an advocate for the prefent Poft-mafter-General, than 
his own conviction that his Hon. Friend meant any thing at all 
unfair in bringing forward his Motion at that advanced period 
of thé Seffion. The fact Mr. Sheridan aflerted to be this—Lord 
Tankerville had himfelf intended, as was well known, to take 
fome fep inthe Houfe of Lords relative to the fubjects that had 
been ftated by his Hon. Friend in his opening, nor was it till 
very lately that he had been informed, that the only effectual 
and proper proceeding would be, to move in that Houfe for 


a Comunittee of Enquiry. His Hon. Friend, thercfore, was 
not 
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not at all to blame for not having brought torward the fubyeét 
fooner, fince it had not been in | is hands till within a few days. 
The moft material part of the propofed Enquiry, Mr. Sheridan 
faid, was the charge again{t the Chancellor of the Fachequer. 
That matter was certainly a ferious ground of enquiry, becaufe 
no man in that Houfe dealt more in profeffions ; but he wifhed 
to try the Right Hon. Gentleman by his condu&, and not by 
his profeffions or the preambles of the Bills he had propofed 
and got paffled. The Right Hon. Gentleman had then turned 
to one of thofe Bills, his Office Reform Bill, paffed more than 
two years ago, and yet that Houle had heard nothing of the 
effects of that Bill as to the abufes in the Poft Office, to which 
the Right Hon. Gentleman had faid it alluded. He had, at the 
time that the Bill was in agitation, ftood up to oppofe it, and 
pronounced that it would prove ineffectual, and that the fame 
end might be better obtained by other and very different means. 
The Motion of his Right Hon. Friend, and the ground of it, 
fufficiently proved that affertion, and amply juftified it. Mr. 
Sheridan added fome other arguments perfonal to Mr. Pitt. 


+ 


Il ¢ 


Lord Maitland rofe to fay, that with regard to the influence ne Atmel 


that his Hon. Friend had alluded to, it was rather a e i 


point for him to treat of, but thus much he wauld fay, that the 
perfon alluded to by his Hon. Friend, was not only not afraid 
to meet an enquiry into any part of his condu&t, but would not 
fhrink from an inveftigation of the whole of a life of fifty years 
officially employed in the fervice of the public. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequ’r faid, he verily believed the Mr.W Pitt. 


Hon. Gentleman who {poke lait but one, had fpoken with his 
ufual fincerity, when he had faid the chafge againft the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was the material part of the topics 
alluded to by the Hon. Gentleman, and he did not at all doubt, 
but that when it was confidered what ufe ingenuity might make 
of reports to diffenfinate ftories and tales to his prejudice, that 
the opportunity of doing fo, was the principal ground that in- 
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duced Gentlemen to be fo anxious for the enquiry. As to the 
Bill of Reform to which he had reterred, and the argument that 
nothing had been done in confequence relative to the Poft 
Office, Gentlemen would be fo good as to recolleét that the 
Bill pointed alfo to other reforms of more material importance, 
and that the Commiffioners of Accounts, from whofe abilities 
and exertions the country had derived fuch very material ad- 
vantages, were themfelves a very contiderable time before they 
made a report upon that very important object of their atten- 
tion, the Balances in the Accountants hands, but as foon as 
they did fo, meafures were immediatcly taken which eftectually 
anfwered their end, and produced very large {ums for the public. 
With regard to the Noble Earl having endeavoured to correét 
the abufes and received commendation trom him for fo doing, 
it was undoubtedly true ; but then, as to any great expectations 
of either much advantage or much difpatch in the Noble Earl’s 
plan of reform, he could not fay he entertained any very fan- 
guine expectations. 

Mr. Sheri- Mir. Sheridan faid, as the Right Hon. Gentleman had fpoken 

i three times, he hoped he fhould be indulged in fpeaking a fe- 
cond time. The Hon. Gentleman had, it feems, thought him 
ironical in faying, that the moft material part of the charge was 
that againft the Chancellor of the Exchequer. Mr. Piit faid 
(acrofs the table) directly the reverfe ; in that I admit, and be- 
lieve you to be fincere. Mr. Sheridan refumed hés fpeech, and 
faid, “© Well, I am glad the Right Hon. Gentleman admits that 
I generally fpeak with fincerity.”” No, faid Mr. Pitt again, 
not fo, but in what you have this day faid againft me. Mr. 
Sheridan again rallied, and wcnt into argument to prove, that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer dealt more in profeffions than 
in acts. The Right Hon. Gentleman, he obferved, had faid, 
the Commiffioners under the Office Reform Bill, had not come 
to the Poft Office ; he afked then to what™elfẹ had they turned 
their attention? He reminded the Right Hon. Gentleman of 
his eagernefs to triumph,over Lord North, by his famous fpeech 


on 
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on whipcord, the kitchens of Downing-ftreet Houfe, and a 
variety of other tr fling topics, which, when Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, he had ated as ınftances of the Noble Lord’s 

negligence and corruption. He particularly dwelt upon Mr. 
Pitt’s former argument about the kitchens, and afked, how 
the Right Hon. Gentleman could reconcile it to himfe'f, to 
have built the palace the corner of the Admiralty, after having 
held fuch an argument? It was, he faid, if not a proof of 





corruption, at leaft a proof of pro.ufion, and unneceflary wafte 
of the public money, in the Right Hon. Gentleman. Again, 
if he could not be charged with a direct corrupt ufe of the 
influence of the Crown, he had made as prudent and as in- 
terefted an ufe of it as any Minifter, in the diftribution of 
places and emoluments, and particularly in beftowing titles 





and honours. Upon the whole, Mr. Sheridan contended, 
that Mr. Pitt had always promifed and profelied purity, but 
had acted with as much felf-attention, and as much neglect of 
reform, as any Minifter whatever. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, though it was true M..w.Pitt 
that he had fpoken three times, the Hon. Gentleman had ma'e 
it impoffible for him not to rife a fourth time, and fiy a few 
words. The Hon. Gentleman, as ufual, had @rofsly mifre- 
prefented facts. In the firft place, he had not made the fp ech 
he had alluded to while in office, but when on the other fide 
of the Houfe, from knowledge obtained, when Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, at the Treafury, and he had ftated them to tile 
Houfe, not as charges againft the Noble [ ord in the blue rib- 
band, but as proof of the want of regulation and c `k in the 
particulars to which they alluded. With regard o nothing 
having been done by way of reform, let any mag Ir kat the 
ftate of the country from the tiñe that he came in > office, 
and lct him look at it then, and fee if nothing had b 1 done. 
With refpect to the ufe he had made of the influenc >of the 
Ciown, in advifing the appointments to places, ana he be- 
{ftowal of titles and honours, he had done that which leev r 

fhouid 
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fhould do,—advifed the Crown {o to exercife the royal prero- 
gative, in both thote inftances, as fhould bcft contribute to 
give luftre, vigour and firmnefs, to his Nlajetly’s Government ; 
and therefore the Hon. Gentleman had paid him a much 
greater compliment than he intended. 

Mr. Adam. Mr. ‘dam rofe, and attacked Mr. Pitt for his having intro- 
duced the name of the Noble Lord in the blue ribband in his 
prefent helplefs itate, and made him the fubjeét of animadv: r- 
fion in his abfence. He began with fayinz, that the Right 
Hon. Gentleman was correét, in ftating that he had been in 
oppofition, and not in office, when he had made the charges 
relative to whipcord, the new kitchens in Downing-ftreet 
Houfe, &c. He would not, he declared, have prefumed to 
have faid a fyllable of that nature, while the Nob!e Lord was 
out of ofiice, when he thought he might have been able to. 
have prevailed on him to join him. Mr. Adam {poke of the 
Noble Lord’s having joined himfelf to men of the firft genius, 
ability and virtue, and that the Right Hon. Gentleman de- 
clared that an unpardonable offence: that he had a&ed in a 
manner directly oppofite,—he had received thofe former de- 
pendents on the Noble Lord, who, by their recent conduét, 
had proved how much the Noble Lord’s confidence had been 
mifplaced, and, with their aid, he had been enabled to colle&t 
his Members of Parliament. [A cry of Order! Order I) Mr- 
Adam faid, he meant no offence to the Houfe, but his zeal, 
his affection, his attachment to the Noble Lord, had rendered 
it impoffible for him to exprefs himfelf calmly, when he heard 
him, in his prefent unfortunate condition, made the fubject of 
perfonal animadverfion. 

Mr.w.Pitt. The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, no man could more 
readily forgive improper words, when dictated by affection and 
tendernefs for an abfent friend labouring under fevere indifpo- 
fition, than he could, and no man regretted the caufe of the 
Noble Lord’s abfence more; but he could not help obferving, 
that the Hon. Gentleman had not loft his temper mercly, but 
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his memory, for fo far from his having introduced the Noble 
Lorg’s name into the Debate, an Hon. Gentleman oppofite to 
him had forced it upon him; neither had he made, at any 
time, any charge againft the Noble Lord, as a ground of cen- 
fure, or with a view to the charging him with corruption or 
criminality, but had merely, as he had before faid, ftated cer- 
tain proofs of the want of regulation and check in the higher 
offices of Government, as arguments in favour of the neceffity 
for a reform. ‘The Chancellor of the Exchequer took notice 
of the Coalition, and faid, the perfons whom the Noble Lord 
had joined, had not been thought to include all the virtue and 
ability of the country, till after that event. 

Mr, Fox faid, his Hon. Friend had not imputed it to the 
Right Hon. Gentleman, that he had charged his Noble Friend, 
who was abfent, with naving done any thing that bore the 
appearance of corruption or criminality, but with having 
thrown out, as loofe infinuations, what he ought not to have 
mentioned at all, unlefs he had brought them forward in the 
fhape of charges capable of proof and refutation.—Mr. Fox 
defended Lord North from the fhadow of fufpicion, by de- 
claring that, in his hotteft hour of oppofition to the Noble 
Lord, when Minifter, he had never dreamt of imputing any 
thing like corrupt motives to him, for any part of his conduét, 
nor had he ever heard an individual hint at fuch an idea.— 
He defended the Coalition (as it was called) from an attack 
Mr. Pitt had made upon it in his laft fpeech, and faid, when 
that Gentleman had flood up in 1782, after the Noble Lord 
had been driven from his poft, and declared againit a retrof . & 
with a view to punifhment, it had been imagined and under- 
ftood that he wifhed to court the Noble Lord, with a view to 
a junction. [ Mr. Pitt faid acrofs the table, ‘© Who unde: ftuod 
fo i=] Mr. Fox replied, ‘¢ T did, for one, and fo I have rea- 
fon to believe did-many others, from the converfation J then 
held with them.’”’ Certain it was, he faid, that, before the 
Coalition, the Right Hon. Gentlemarr never expreffed himfelf 
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with that acrimony that he had fince done, when fpeaking of 
the Noble Lord. 

The C/ancellor of the Exchequer denied the fact moft peremp- 
torily, and faid, the Right Hon. Gentleman chofe to forget 
all that had pafied previous to the Coalition, he chofe, how- 
ever, to dite his recollection from his firft appearance ın that 
Houfe, and to appeal to all who had witneffed, whether he 
had not uniformly perfifted 1n declaring that he thought the 
Noble Lord a bad Miunifter, and that he never would aét with 
him in any public fituation as a Minifter. If the Right Hon. 
Gentleman had underftood that he meant to court the Noble 
Lord’s political friendfhip, ac the time he had mentioned, as 
he then lived with him on terms of friendfhip, why did he not 
put the queftion to him fairly? ‘lhe faét was, he néver had 
afforded colour for fuch a fentiment being entertair ed by any 
one, and had no other motive for being agarnft a retrofpective 
enquiry in 1782, than that he thought the fituation of the 
country made it more wife to look forward, with a view to 
the future, than to look back to the paft. As to charging 
the Noble Lord with having been actuated by motives of per- 
fonal corruption, he had never fuggefted or entertained fuch 
an idea, any more than the Hon. Gentleman. 

Mr. Fox rofe again, and admitted that he might not have 
put a queftion to the Right Hon. Gentleman, but contended 
that he had thought fo; and infiffed upon it, that his manner 
of mentioning the Noble Lord had been more guarded, and 
lefs offenfive, in the interval between the Noble Lord’s going 
out, and his return to office, than at any time fince. 

Mr. Grey rofe, to take notice of a few things that had fallen 
in the courfe of the Debate. Hus obfervations were direéted 
chiefly to Lord Maitland’s declaration, that the period of the 
Sefion appeared to have been chofen purpofely with a view to 
leave the enquiry unfinifhed,—to Mr, Pitt's remarks of a fimi- 
lar tendency, and to his farcafm upon the value of a Noble 
Earl’s affiftance in office. Mr. Grey declared, the Motion 

arofe 





Fis 1967:] DERAT E & 


arofe from no motives of perfonal pique cr rek ntment, of any 
fort whatever; that he pofi fled materials for the Charec < yn 
his mind, adequate to the end propoled, fince he held in his 
hand a copy of the Memorial of Mr. Lees, and other docu- 
ments important tothe charges. Before he fat dowi, he took 
notice of a part of the Chancellor of the Pxchcquer’s argu- 
ment, which he thought unwanantable, and injurious to his 
honour, and faid, no man fhould dare to queftion the purity 
of the principles on which he acted. He accompanied this 
with fome perfonal allufion to Mr. Pitt. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, the Hon. Gentleman 
arrogated fomewhat too much to himfelf, if he conceived that 
he fhouid not take the liberty of calling his motives in queftion, 
as often as his conduct warranted his doing fo. If the Hon. 
Gentleman chofe not to have his motives queftioned, he muft 
take care that his conduct was fuch as not to render it necef- 
fary. 

Mr. Grey rofe again, and rcplied to Mr. Pitt, declaring that 
he fhould never act in that Houfe upon any principle that did 
not appear to him to be honourable ; and while he was con- 
{cious that his conduct was governed by the unerring principles 
of honour, if any Gentleman chofe to imputeodifhonourable 
principles to him, he had the means in his power that it would 
then be proper to refort to. 

[ The Chan¢eellor of the Exchequer and Mr. Sheridan rofe 
together; but the latter declaring, that he flattered himfelf the 
Houfe would wifh rather, in fuch a moment, that he fhould 
delay the Right Hon. Gentleman’s {peaking for a very few 
feconds, was heard firft.] | 
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Mr. Sheridan then faid, that his Hon. Friend, hę faw clearly, Mr. Sheri- 
had miftaken the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s meaning sais 


but his words haftily heard, might, at their firft found, have 
made the fort of inspreffion that he perceived they had made 
on his Hon. Friend, though he was ready to admit that was 
not their true meaning. 

The 
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The Chancellor of the Exchequer rofe again, and faid, he had 
not before fpoken with heat, nor fhould there be any heat in 
what he was going to fay. He then deliberately repeated the 
argument of his former fpeech, and added, that as to any 
means thi Hon. Gentleman in that cafe might with to refort 
to, it would be for himfelf to determine whether they were 
proper or not. 

Mr. Steele rofe, and warmly remonttrated apainit the fort of 
tone of defiance that the Hon. Gentleman had affumed, and 
which could not but prove painful to every Gentleman’s break. 
hie defired to afk the Hon. Gentleman, if, in his own opinion, 
he had the means in his power to complete the enquiry he had 
moved for; if he had not, he would fay that it was unworthy 
a Member of Parliament to have opened, at that period of 
the Seffion, a matter involving a charge againft the Noble. 
Lord at the head of the Poft-Offiee, and againft his Right Hon. 
Friend, and leaving them both in fufpence before the public. 
Mr. Steele ftated this alternative very ftrongly, and defired an 
aní wer. 

Sir James Jobnfone declared, that he would fufpect whom 
he pleafed. He would fufpe& the Speaker, he would fufpećt 
my Lords the Bifhops, he would fufpe& every man ih that 
Houfe ; he was fent there to fufpe& them all, ané he dared to 
do his duty, and to declare that he would do it. 

Mr. Grey rofe, to fay, he meant not to afflume a tone of de- 
fiance, nor was he confcious that he had done fo. As to the 
queftion the Hon. Gentleman had put to him, he had, in his 
mind, proof fufficient of the facts he had ftated, if Mr. Lee’s 
Memorial to the Poftmafters General was admifible ae evi- 
dence. | 
Mr. Steele faid a few words in reply. 3 

At length, tò put an end to theponverfation, the Commit- 
tee was nominated, and invefted with the wfual powers of 
calling for perfons and papers. ) 
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Li edni felys Alay 16. 


PETITION FROM THE CITY AGAINS1 RECRATING. 


Mr. Alderman Le Afe/urier rofe to preface a Niction, for A oes Le 
referring the Petition of the City of London to a Committee, 
with a few arguments ; but the Speaker calling for the Mo- 
tion, the Alderman handed it to the Chair, unapprized, per- 
haps, that by fuffering it to be read in form from the Chair, 
he loft the opportunity of fpeaking firft in the Debate. 
There being a paufe beforè any body rofe, the Speaker 
afked, ** who feconded the Motion °? ”’ 
On which Alderman Newnham {cconded it. paul tered 
Alderman Town/fend rofe to oppofe the Motion, declaring it, Alderman 
; ; g i : ; . Townflend. 
.in his opinion, to be a Motion neither founded in neceffity 
nor wifdom, nor fit for the Houfe to countenance. The Al- 
derman faid, there was, and had been, plenty of cattle at 
Smithfield all the winter, and, as the feafon advanced, the 
price of butchers meat would undoubtedly be lower. He re- 
minded the Houfe, that the laws againit Forcitallers and Re- 
prators had long fince been repealed, on the r commendation 
of the pref.nt Chief Juftice of the Court of King’s Bench, 
and afked, if the Hcufe would, upon the fuggeftion of a Com- 
mittee of Common-Councilmen, go back, and revive what 
the deliberativeewifdom of the Legiflature had, upon expe- 
rience, determined fhould no longer exit. “The Alderman 
faid, there were fume vexatious fuits, he underflood, now 
going on, upon fome obfolete itatutcs; and, if the prefent 
Motion weie liftened to, and the propofed cnd of it carried into 
effect, vexatious profecutions would be multiplied, and the only 
object obtained would that a few Common-Councilmen 
would be fed more che an at prefent. He hoped, there- 
fore, the Houfe would not fuffer the Petition to be referred 
to any Committee, but would reject the Motion at once.— 
After a few more reafous again{t the exiftence of any neceflity 
for 
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for reviving the laws againft Foreftallers and Regrators, the 
Alderman moved, ‘* that the Motion be negatived.” 

Ms. Vyner. Mr. Vyner faid, though there had not appeared to bÈ any 
body ready to fecond the Motion of the Hon. Alderman who 
fat on thé other fide of the Houfe, he rofe without hefitation 
to fecond the Motion of the worthy Alderman who fpoke laft, 
which he thought the Motion moft proper to be made on fuch 
an occafion. The worthy Magiftrate, he faid, had gone fo 
fully into the fubject, and itated why the Landed Intereft was 
not to be wantonly facrificed to the capricious {peculations of 
the Common-Council of London, that he believed it would 
be better for him not to fay any thing further on the fubject. 
One obfervation only he would make, and that was, that after 
the Legiflature, ating upon experience, had thought proper 
to repeal the laws againft Foreftallers and Regrators, he thought. 
the Petition in quettion, and the attempt to refer it to the 
confideration of a Committee, an affront to the Houfe. 

Mre Burkes Mr. Burke rofe, and laughed at the Aldermen and Common- 
Council of London for being fo extremely anxious to be well 
fed. He faid, he prefumed the application to revive the laws 
acainft Forefiallers and Regrators, came from the Aldermen 
concerned im it, 2fter dinner; for their Petition had all the 
marks of plenitude and fullnefs about it. Jt was, he obferved, 
an old faying, ‘* that Heaven fent provifions, but the Devil 
fent cooks.”’ Soin this cafe, |e conceived, that having fed - 
heartily, the Aldermen wanted to quarrel with the cooks; 
but he advifed them to think better of the matter. He begged 
therm, at all events, not to be uneafy, for if meat had been a 
Jittte dear, when the price of feeding cattle was alfo dear, it 
would be confiderably cheaper day after day; that there was 
already plenty of nice lamb at mar and, in confequence of 
the kindnefs of Providence la wered down upon the 
earth, the green peas were Coming in, arid every other article 
of luxury, both of meat and vegetables. As the Aldermen 
undoubtedly wifhed to eníure the continuance of having their 
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napkins tucked under their chins, and as he was alfo defirous 
they fhould continue to make that characteriftic appearance, 
he Thould oppofe the Motion for reviving the laws againft Re- 
grators and Foreftallers. While they had plenty of provifions, 
he advifed them not to want to go to loggerheads with the 
providers, but to let them fatten as well as themfelves. In 
the inftanee before the Houfe, they .certainly acted under a 
miftske ; but the errors even of the City of London, were 
tefpectable; nay, their very ignorance ought not to be de- 
{fpifed ; and indéed they were ignorant only as to the manner 
of their being fed, as every body well knew. As he had been 
the humble inftrument of moving the repeal of the laws againft 
Foreftallers and Regrators, he wifhed to ftand up, and prevent 
the dry bones of thofe gibbeted laws from being again clothed 
with fiefh, and called from their merited fate into exiftence ; 
but, as he wifhed to treat the City of London with good hu- 
mour, as they were willing to treat every body who vifited 
them with good cheer, he fhould hope that fo harfh a meafure 
as rejection would not be adopted, but that he might be per- 
mitted to move to put off the confideration of the Motion till 
the firft of Ancuft, by which time the Aldermen would have 
had fo many good dinners, that they would*have been ceon- 
vinced; in their own way, of the impropriety of their purpofe, 
as well as of its being altozether unneceflary. Mir. Burke 
talked of the commerce of provifions, oppofing it to commerce 
properly fo called, and afked the worthy Alderman, who ha@ 
introduced the bufinefs, whether he was not aware that a free 
commerce was that {pecies of commerce moft likely to°flourifh 
and to profper? Let him therefore afk himfelf, whether a free 
commerce in provifions was not likely to make*a plentiful and 
a cheap market? ane Foreftallers and Regrators were, in 
that kind of commeith at the Factor, the Warehoufeman, 
and the Merchant, were in the other, fo let them alone, and 
then as great a variety, and as large a quantity, of provifions 
would be brought to London, (of itfelf an abfolute defart in 
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that particular refpeét) as of muflins, filks, and fpices and tcas 
from the Eaft; of lumber, and ftaves and rice from the W cit, 
of furs, and timber, and hemp, and pitch and tar, from the 
North; of flaves, and gold duft, and drugs, and colours, from 
the South. Mr. Burke concluded with faying, that af the 
worthy Alderman would be to good as to withdraw his Motion, 
he would move that the Motion be taken into confidcration on 
the rft of Auguft. 

Alderman Yownjfemd faid, he would readily confent to with- 
draw his Motion. 

Mr. Alderman Le Mefurier faid, the good humour with 
which the Hon. Gentleman had treated the fubje&t, had dif- 
armed his anger, otherwife he fhould have fpoken warmly of 
the exprefion of an Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Vyner) who had 
faid the application was an affront to the Houfe. “The Alder- 
man declared he had ever underftood any body of fubjecéts had 
an undoubted right to come to that Houfe, complain of their 
grievances, and afk for redrefs. The petitioners had done no 
more; but as it did not meet with the concurrence of the Houfe, 
he would not prefs the application at prefent. All he had withed 
for had been for leave to have brought ina Bill, to have had it 
printed, to have let itthen gone over to the next feffions, when, 
after the country had feen and underftood it, the Houfe would 
be better able to decide upon its true merits. The Aldermen of 
London, Mr. Le Mefurier admitted, were fair game, but then 
it ought to be confidered they were a very fmall number indeed 
compared to their fellow-citizens, and the inhabitants of the 
metropo' - ; if they fed upon the good things of this life, it was 
their duty tu take care of the million connected with them, and 
to fec that they had provifions as chean as their circumftances 
made neceflary. With regard to t ommerce of trade in 
general, and the commerce of prov. . |. the comparifon did 
not hold at all. Any coat would keep aman warm, but he 
mufk have fomething to eat, or ftarve. The Alderman faid 
there wer? laws againtt Foreftallers and Regrators yet unrepeal- 
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ed, and he begged the Houfe to recoliect, that they were not 
paffed in unpopular reigns, but in tke reigns of Edwaid LV. 
Henry V. William IIL. and reigns of thole complections and 
characters. 

Alderman Newnham begged to fay a few words, and firft he 
wifhed to take notice of the obfervation of an Hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Vyner) who had remarked that no Gentleman feemed 
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ready to fecond the Metion. The fact was, the Alderman faid, 


that he was pledged to fecond the Motion betore he came down 
to the Houfe, but he had waited to hear the Hon. Magiftrate’s 
arguments before he rofe to fecond him, as he had undoubtedly 
expected he would have flated fome arguments as the grounds 
of his Motion. His not having ftated any, was the caufe of 
the delay that occafioned the paufe, which had given rife to the 
Hon. Gentleman’s obfervation. With regard to the laws 
acainft Regrators and Foreftallers, undoubtedly the repeal of 
them generally confidered was a wife meafure, but then thcre 
were regulations neceflary of a moderate nature, which Mr. 
Newnham faid he conceived need only to be ftited to be affcnt- 
ed to univerfally. Smithfield, for inftance, was the common 
markct of the metropolis; Smithfield confequently ought to 
afford a true teft of the plenty or fcarcity of the feafon. At 
prefent it did not by any means, becaute the cattle that were 
fent to town by the feeders in different parts of the kingdom, 
did not come to Smithfield, but were ftopped in their way, 
bhouzht up at Finchley or Iflington; Rumford or Stratford; 
Hounflow or Hammerfinith; Edgware or Marybone; Croy- 
don, Kingfton, Bromley, or Dertford; withheld from Smith- 
field, and an artificial {carcity created, and all the cftects of it 
produced, when there was a real plenty. What he wifhed 
thercfore was, that there: et d.f zned originally for the London 
markets, fhould bee td to be brought to Smithheld, and 
there fainly fold. By fuch a regu'aucn Ji prrties would (tand 
upon anequal footing; the furmcr, the 1ecder, the drover, the 
falefmian, the butcher, and the publ c. 
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Sir-7/ attin Lewes rofe and faid, impatient asthe Houfe feem 


ed to be, he could not fuffir a Motion which related to a matter 


of fo much confequence to pafs, much lefs to be negatived with- 
out faying a few words. ‘The object of the Motion was un- 


doubtedly of great importance, and deferved to be treated in a 
different manner. The Committee appointed by the Corpora- 
tion of the City of London had taken great pains to inveftigate 


the caufe of the high price of provifions, and had correfponded 


Lord IA ii- 


grave. 


Mr.W.Pitt. 


with the different Corporations throughout the kingdom, who 
had concurred in their wifhes that fome remedy might be adopted 
to reduce the high price of provifions—the public were too 
much interefted, and their expectations excited that the abufes 
which have been ftated would have been remedied, not to feel 
themfelves difappointed, and particularly at the manner in which 
the fubject had been treated. He faid, he had heard no argu- 
ment that carried any weight in his mind againft the Motion, 
that ribaldry had been fubftituted in the room of argument, un- 
worthy the dignity of that Houfe, or the importance of the fub- 
je&, and he fhould certainly give his fupport to the Motion for 
bringing in the Bill, for it was not propofed to be paffed into an 
A& of Parliament this fefions, that it might be fubmitted to the 
obfervations of thofe competent to give an opinion on the {ub- 
jeét—he hoped by the next fefion, the Bill might be fo matured 
as to deferve the approbation of that Houte. 
The Motion for referring the Petition was ncezatived. 





Friday, Alay 18. 
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Lord Mulerave prefented a Petition “am feve: '! Ship Owners 
in the port of London, in fupport. of "ill, and then moved, 
« that che Bill be now read a fecond time. 

‘The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, the Ho. tt would recol- 
Ject that when fome Gentlemen had oppoied the firft reading of 
the Bill, he had wifhed to have it difcuffed on account of the 
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importance of its cbjzet, and the neceffity which there feemed 
to be of fomething Leing done in it. At the prefent, however, 
he wifhcd the bufinefs to be aami becaufe he now knew 
it to be impoffible that the Bill fhould pafs through that Houfe 
(much lefs the Houfe of Lords) in the prefent feffion; and 
poitponing it in this ftage of the bufinefs, a very heavy expence 
would be faved to the perfens who had applied for the Bill. 
When he had faid thus much, however, he bezged—[/Vhen 
Mfr. Pitt entered into this part of his fpeech, he [poke in a very 
pointes and folemn manner|—that Gentlemen would not mif- 
underftand him as having the fmalleft defire to get rid of the 
Bill. On the contrary, he was convinced that it was a matter 
of the greateit importance, both as it involved in it the firft 
interefts of this kingdom, and as it related to the parties who 
fought relief. “Chey were men as valuable and refpedétable as 
any men whatever: they had diftinguifhed thenfelves in promot- 
ing the interefts of the nation; and every way merited the par- 
ticular attention 9f Government. Nor were their complaints 
ill-founded. By the unqueftionable information he had received 
from moft refpectable quarters, he was convinced there were 
many and various abufes in the trade, for which the exifting 
laws provided no effectual remedy. He faw, therefore, the 
neceffity of a reform, which ought to be gone into as fpeedily 
as could be. Yet, when he confidered that it was but the 
{fecond reading of the Bill, that from the neceflary forms of the 
Houfe it would take up ten or fourteen days at leqft, and conf& 
quently could not be gone through this fefion, he would advife 
and requeft his Noble Friend (Lord Mulgrave) to poftpone the 
confideration of it till the next fefllon, to fave at once unnecef{- 
fary trouble to the Houfe, and a very great expence to the 
parties concerned. A. idea had been thrown out by fome 
Gentlemen (Sir Mathes. vVhite Ridley and Mr. Brandling) 
that during the recefs fuch a Bill might be prepared as could be 
brought in with the confent of all parties. He fhould be glad to 
find it fo, but if this could not be done, fome effectual remedy 
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muft be applied to the evils complained of, and therefore the 
bufinefs muft and fhould be refumed very early in the followyng 
feffion. He concluded with obferving, that his Noble Friend 
(Lord Mulg-ave) had great merit in the part he had taken, 
and deferved the thanks of his country for bringing forward a 
matter in which its moft valuable interefts were materially 
concerned. 

Lord Mul- Lord Mulgrave faid, after what had been urged by his Right 

alii Fion. Friend, it would be impoffible for him not to confent to 

the bufinefs being poftponed. He would only add, the reafons 
which induced him to bring it forward fo late in the fefhon, 
were not only the great anxiety which the aggrieved party muft 
feel, fituated as they are, but more efpecially the confequences 
which might follow to this country from the decay of fuch an 
important trade. Thofe who objected to the Bill, he 2 had 
certainly miftaken their own interefts; but, if by poftponing 
the Bill to the next feffion, meafures fhould be adopted in the 
recefs to bring forward a Bill by the confent of all parties, he 
fhould be happy. 

Mr. Brandling faid a few words, approving of the adjourn- 
ment of the fecogd reading. 

Mr. Orde. Mr. Orde faid he did not know there was any thing ob- 
jeCtionable in the Bill, but certainly they (meaning the oppo- 
nents of it) were not to be driven in the compulfory manner 
which had been attempted by the agents of the Bill. If both 
parties underftood their interefts, they would next feffion bring 
forwarda Bill by mutual confent. 

Lord Mul- Lord ALu/erave rofe in defence of the perfons who had applied 

piares for the Bill. He had forbore to make any comparifon between 
the condukt of thofe Gentlemen, and their opponents—he wifhed 
Gentlemen had followed his example, as he feared they would 
gain little by the comparifon. He was cõmpelled to declare 
that the perlons alluded to were men of the faireft character — 
and had conduéted themfelves in a manner perfectly cool and 
difpafionate. They had aéted at the defire of 688 proprietors 


of 
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cf fhipping, whofe property in the trade ami>ounted to more 
than 2,000,000]. and whofe fhips employed upwards of 12,000 
meh. lhe Petitions ftor the Bill (his Lordfhip faid) were 
figned by moft of the Ship Ownerts in every port from London 
to the River Tyne. . 

Sir Mathew White Ridley complimented the Chancellor kn W 
the Exchequer on his conduct; as (he faid) it would prevent j 
animolities and ferious confequences. 

This called up Mr. Wilberforce, who faid the Hon. Gentle- Mr Wil- 
man had mifunderitood his Right Hon. Fiiend (Mr. Pitt.) °04® 
He had not wifhed to poftpone the Bill on the ground which 
that Hon. Gentleman feemed to fuppofe, but merely becaufe ıt 
was too late in the prefent feffion to go through with it; and 
his Right Hon. Friend had faid, it muft be brought forward 
gain early in the beginning of next feffion. 

Sir Mathew White Ridley rofe to explain, and faid he was Sir M. W. 
-orry if he had, mifreprefented the Right Hon. Gentleman. aiiai 

The fecond reading of the Bıll was poftponed to that day 
three months. 


Ee a NT SLOPE PIES a a 


Monday, Atay 21. 


His MajyeEstTy’s MESSAGE. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer brought in the following Mr.w.Pitt. 
meflage, which was handed to the Chair, and read by the 
Speaker with due folemnity. 


<c GEORGE REx. 


«c It is with the greateft concern his Majefty acquaints the 
Houfe of Commons, that from the Accounts which have been 
laid before his Majefty by the Prince of Wales, it appears that 
the Prince has jneurred a debt toa large amount, which if 
left to be difcharged out of his annual income, would render 
it impoffible for him to fupport an eftablifhment fuited to his 
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<< Painful as it is at all times to his Majefty, to propofe an 
addition to the heavy expences neceffarily borne by his people, 
his Majefty is induced from his paternal affection to the Prince 
of Wales, to recur to the liberality and attachment of his 
faithful Commons for their aMiftance on an occafion fo intereft- 
ing to his Majefty’s feelings, and to the eafe and honour of fo 
diitinguifhed a branch of his Royal Family. 

‘<< His Mayjefty could not, however, expect or defire the 
affiftance of this Houfe, but on a well-crounded expectation 
that the Prince will avoid contracting any debts in future. 

‘< With a view to this object, and from an anxious defire 
to remove any poffible doubt of the fufficiency of the Prince’s 
Income to fupport amply the dignity of his fituation; his 
Miajefty has dire&ted a fum of 10,0co0l. per annum to be paid 
out of his Civil Lift in addition to the allowance which his 
Majefty has ‘hitherto given him; and his Majefty has the 
fatisfaction to inform the Houfe, that the Prince of WW ales 
has given his Majefty the fulleft affurance of his determi: tion 
to confine his future expences within the income, and has 
alfo fettled a plan for arranging thofe expences in the feveral 
departments, and for fixing an order for payment under fuch 
regulations as his M ajefty trufts will effectually fecure the due 
execution of the Prince’s intentions. 

‘<< His Majefty will direct an eftimate to be laid before this 
Houfe, of the fum wanting to complete, in a proper manner, 
the work which has been undertaken at Carleton- Houfe, as 
{oon as the fame can be prepared with fufficient accuracy, and 
recommends it to hie faithful Commons to confider of making 
fome provifion for that purpofe. G: R.” 

Mr. Alderman Newnham rofe, as foon as.the Mefiage had 
been read to its conclufion, and addreffed the Chair in the 
following words: | 

«< T confefs, Sir, it is with confiderable exultation that I 
find, that none of thofe predictions or prognoftications, which, 
as an Hon. Gentleman obferved, were choruffed all round me 
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on a former occafion, have in the fmalle-ft degree bien realized. 
i do not pretend to arrogate tomylclt, phat any thing which I 
have done has promoted this happy event, but it is my boaft, 
that nothing I have done has prevented it; amidtt the general 
joy which glows in every breaft, that has thought upon the 
fubject, L receive the moft heart-felt’ fatisfation. I moft 
fincerely rejoice, that the Prince of Wales, whom I admire 
and revere, will obtain relief in a mode, I am fure far the 
moft fatisfactory to him. I rejoice, that by this his M jefty 
will have nis comfort and his glory fecured and promoted ; 
and L moft fincerely hope, that no event may ever happen toa 
interrupt their felicity, bat that paternal love and protection 
on the one part, and filial gratitude, duty, and affection on 
the othe., may flourifh and increafe for the reft of their lives.” 
Nir. Rolle faid, he was extremely happy to find that the Mr. Rolle. 
bufinet> was at laft brought to that fhape and form; that he 
wouid mect it fairly ; but as he did not wifh to anticipate the 
debute, he would merely fay, that he was of opinion the lift 
of the debts of his Royal Highnefs ought to be laid upon the 
table, that other Gentlemen as well as himfelf, before they 
Jaid additional burthens upon their conftituents, might know 
on what ground it was, that they were callea upon to vote 
away the public money. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, an eftimate of the Mr. W. Putt 
Debts ı f his Royal Highnefs, which had been examined into, 
was making out, in order to its being laid upon the taþle. 


The Meffage was, upon Motion, ordered to þe taken into 
confideration on the morrow. 


Lewes SMALL Deprmrs Birt. 

Motion being made that this Bill be read a third time, 

Sir Jobn Miller faid, he had many and great objections to Sir Johr 
Small Debt Biils, and to Courts of Confcience, as they were SMEs 
ufually calied. In thefe Courts, he faid, every man lofes the 
trial by his Peers, the grand bulwark ofthis liberty, as fecured 


to 


1338 





PARLIAMENTARY [May 21. 


to him by the great Charter.—He lofes this two-fold barrier of 
a prefentment and tria] by jury, between the libeities of the 
people and the prerogative of the Crown. The Judges, he 
fai’, of many of nefe Petty Courts, are as abfolute as thofe 
of France or Turkcy ; they can imprifon any man who does 
not comply with their mode of paying a debt of ten or twelve 
fhillings; no power can take cognizance of their decifions, 
nor is there any appeal againft that which they pronounce to 
be thir will and pleafure—the unfortunate debtor of ten or 
twelve fhillings may be by them committed to the common 
Bridewell, where garnifh, and other fhameful fees, impofi- 
tions, and extortions accumulating upon diftrefles, which 
have already deprived a man of his precious liberty, wil a- 
mount to much more than the original debt ;—befides this 
very important additional confideration, that from being care- 
lefs, indifcreet, or inadvertent only, the unhappy prifoner 
will, in the courfe of a month’s confinement, too frequently 
become a perfect adept in many {pecies of vice and profligacy, 
and is turned out upon the world a finifhed villain! for our 
Bridewells, Sir John faid, he was forry to remark, were lit- 
tle better than academies for every fpecies of dexterity in 
crimes and abominations; while, in the mean time, the parifh 
is obliged to find the wife and family of the unfortunate wretch, 
who returns to them, for the moft part, totally indifpofed to 
any kind of induftry, as well as unacceptable, and indeed al- 
moft inadmiffible to any refumption of his former labours or 
art. The ignorance and incapacity of the Judges of thefe 
petty% courts is a.grievance fcarce to be remedied under their 
preient conftitution—the adminiftration of oaths, both to the 
creditor and debtor, in proof or acquittal of the debt demand- 
cd, greatly increafes and multiplies perjuries ;—peevifhnefs 
and litigations are promoted among{t neighbours—and the 
demands, (three-fourths of which arc made in thefe Courts 
by keepers of publick-houfes upon account of tippling,) had, 
for the benefit of the community, and the pramotiun of good 


2 order 





A. 1787.] DEBATER 


order and fobriety, better be recoverable with difficulty ahd 
expencg, than by fo cafy and expeditiotis a procefs. To fay 
the beft of ‘it, Sir John added, this is a new and arbitrary 
mode of trial, in which large difcrctionary powere create a 
petty tyranny in a fet of ftanding commiffioners, who have 
neither precedent nor controul for their proceedings—and 
however convenient, fays Judge Black{ftone, ({peaking of 
conicience) it may appear at firft fight, ‘+ yet, as delays, ex- 
pence, and little inconveniencies in the forms of juftice are 
the price that all free nations pay for their liberties in more 
fubftantia] matters, thefe inroads upon the facred bulwark of 
the nation are fundamentally oppofite to the fpirit of the con- 
ftituiion, and though begun in trifles, the fpirit may gradual- 
ly increafe and fpread to the utter difufe of Juries, in queftions 
of the moft momentous concern.” This high and moft re- 
{pectable authority would, he trufted, infure him the fupport 
of the learned Gentlemen upon all fides of the Houfe to combat 
thefe particular jurifdictions, which derogate from the general 
jurifdiction of the Common Law of this country. The full 
e{tablifhment and reformation of county and hundred Courts, 
would render thefe little mifchievous and partial Courts total- 
ly ufelefs. Great capitals, or populous trading and manu- 
facturing towns may, he admitted, benefit by a procefs fo 
concife, where a conftant influx and reflux of {trangers pre- 
vent the characters, faculties, and difpofitions of many per- 
fons from being known to thofe with whom they have deal- 
ings; in fuch fituations, a fummary redrefs, at a fmall ex- 
pence, may perhaps be beneficial to trade. ° But in diftriéts 
of a contrary defcription, fuch as thofe parts of the county of 
ouffex, to which the prefent Bill was to be applied, where 
every man’s character, means au fituation in life, are or may 
be known to all who’have dealings with him; the ale-houfe 
keeper, the baker, or the chandler’s fhop-keeper, need give no 
farther credit than they have fair affurance of punctuality, in 
which cafe their loffes can be but trifling, if indeed they have 
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any lofies at all, and individuals, as well as fociety in general, 


will benefit by this chgck to the facility of obtaining ciedit in 


many cafes. He might be afked, whether he had any know- 
ledge of, Or connexion with the county of Suflex? and that 
he might as well oppofe a Bill of Inclofure in any county to 
which he was a ftranger, as the prefent Bill ?>—Sir John faid, 
he had no acquaintance, or connection with the county of 
Suffex; he knew the prefent Bill had been recommended to 
the county Members, by many of their conftituents, and, 
without doubt, by all the ale-houfe keepers and little fhop- 
keepers in the county; but he confidered a Bill of Inclofure, 
in which the profit and fatisfaction of the individuals intereft- 
ed in it, as the whole of the public concern with fuch Bill; 
whereas, in the prefent cafe, an unneceflary invafion of the 
judicature of this country, in ccrtain diftricts of the county 
of Sullex, was, he conceived, a mifchief which, asa Member 
of that Houfe, it was his duty to refift. 

The Houfe divided upon the Motion, ‘* that the Bill be 
now read a third time,” 

Ayes Qj Noes ©3. 

The Hon. Thomas Pelham then rofe, and ftrenuoufly 
fupported the Bill, contending, that from the peculiar 
character of Brighthelmftone (which was in the diftrict of 
Lewes) as a region of pleafure, and a feat of fummer vifita- 
tion, fuch a Bill was peculiarly requifite for fuch a place. 

It was moved, ‘* That this Bill be read next day.” Amend- 
ment propofed, by inferting ‘* This day three months.” 

‘Fhe Houfe divided on the Queftion, that to-morrow ftand 
part of the Queftion. 

Ayes 2%. Noes QO. 

It paffed in the negative. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WARREN HastTinGs, Esa. 
Mir. Burke exprefied his conviCtion of the neceflity that 
exifted of that Houfe*not fuffering the Seffion to end, without 
proceeding 
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proceeding to take fome ftep binding upon Warren Haftings, 
Efq; to be forthcoming to anfwer the Impeachment againít 
him, Articles of which that Houfe had preferred at the Bar of 
the Houfe of Lords; he therefore moved, ** That Warren 
Haftings, Efq; be taken into cuftody of the Serjeant of Arms 
of that Houfe.”’ 

Mr. Nechells ftated his reaforis for thinking that fuch a Mo- 
tion ought not to pafs; and his principal objection, he faid, 
was, that it would brand Mr.: Haftings with a ftigma in the 
face of the- country, by fubgefting an idea, that the Houfe 
had reafon to fufpect Mr. Haftings of fome undue purpofe, oF 
improper defign of attempting to elude juftice.” Mr. Nicholls 
ftated, that upon recurring to the Journals to fearch for pre- 
cedents, found there were three feveral modes of proceed- 
had been adopted by the Houfe after they had re- 
fölvet to impeach ; the one, was'to take the party impeached 
into the ‘cuftody of their own Serjeant at Arms; the fecond, 
to defire the Lords to take him'into cuftody ; and: the third to 
defire their Lordfhips to put him te anfwer. Now this latt was 
precifely in point to the prefent Impeachment, in which the 
Houfe had defired the Lords would puz the faid Warren Haft- 
ings to anfwer the faid Articles of Impeachment. Mr. Ni- 
cholis then faid, among -the ‘various: precedents upon the 
Journals, he had feleéted one, and that a cafe fo far fimilar 
and correfponding, as it was one in which the party was not 
taken into cuftody; this was the cafe of .Edward Seymour, 
Efq; on the 17th 9f December, 1680. Mr. Nicholls read the 
precedent to the Houfe, -arid faid, though the did not know 
that the taking Mr. Haftings into cuftedy, for the fake merely 
of carrying him up to the Bar of the other Houfe to be bail- 
ed, would be attended with any serfonal inconvenience to that 
Gentleman, yet he. thought the Houfe ought to adhere to 
precedent, while they had fo ftrone a precedent to be guid- 
ed by. 
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TheSpeaker “The SPEAKER faid, he had the precedent of Mr. Seymour’s 
cafe in his hand, but shat the Hon. Gentleman had not {tated 
the whole of it, for that three days afterwards, viz. ‘on the 
20th of December, 1680, Mr. Seymour actually was taken 
into the cuftody of the Serjeant at Arms, by order of the 
Houfe. 

MajorScott. Major Scott rofe to objeét to the Motion, as a breach of pro- 
mife. The Major declared he had been told, that it was not 
the intention of the Hon. Gentleman to move to take Mr. 
Haftings into cuftody of the Serje@nt, and that information had 
been confirmed in a fubfequent converfation bya learned Gen- 
tleman then in his eye. “Ihe Major faid, on the day that the 
Queftion of Impeachment had been difcufled, Mr. Haftings had 
been in attendance near the Houfe, and ready to rrender, if 
called upon, but no fuch motion having then been made, he 
thought it unfair to bring it forward at prefent, though he ad- 
mitted the making fuch a motion fingly, was more manly than 
doing it on the ground of a new Article of Impeachment, as he 
expected would have been the cafe. 

ne Mr. Anffruther faid, if the Hon. Gentleman meant to allude 
to him, he had told him at the time, that he really knew nothing 
about the intention of the Hon. Gentleman alluded to, but his 
idea was, that in all probability they would not move to take 
Mr. Haftings into cuftody. 

MajorScott. Major Scott faid, the Hon. and learned Gentleman was correét 
as far as he went, but he fhould have gone a little farther. 
‘The Major then reminded the Hon. and learned Gentleman of 
a converfation that pafled between him, another learned Gen- 
tleman and himfelf, below the Bar, and again at the corner of 
Bridge-ftrett, on the fame day. 

Mr.W.Pitt. The Chancellor of the Excomquer role to put an end toa con- 
verfation relating to what pafled privately in the rooms of that 
Houfe, or in a corner of the ftreet, which was, in his mind, by 
no means fitting for that Houfe to be troubled about. The fac 
with regard to the prefent motion was, that it had originally 

been 
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been thought that it was unneceflary for the Houle to take Mr 

Haftings into cuftody by their Serjeantp but upon a more mi- 
nute examination of precedents, and aconfultation with others 
in another place, it had been found that the more regular and 
formal mode of proceeding would be tor that Hloufle to take 
Mr. Haftings into cuftody by their Serjeant, for the purpofe of 
carrying him up to the Bar of the Houfe of Lords, there to 
give in bail, if the Houfe of Lords thought proper ; but this 
was not adopted with any view to fubject Mr. Haftings to any 
particular hardfhip or inconvenience ; it was merely chofen as 
a mode moft fuitable to the dignity of the Houle, and to the 
purpofes of fubftantial juftice. 

Mr. Burke faid, it was well known that his opinion had Mr. Burke. 
originally been, that Mr. Haftings fhould be taken into cuftody 
of their Serjeant at Arms, but he had given way to other Gen- 
tlemen, who had becn of opinion, that fuch a procedure might 
be difpenfed with. ‘That opinion it now appeared had been 
erroneous, and therefore, without meaning to aggravate the 
offences or the criminality of Mr. Haftings, the Motion that 
he had had the honour to make, was found to be indifpentibly 
neceflary. 

The Motion was carried. 

Mr. Burke reported the Seventh Article of Impeachment, 
which was read a third time. 

Mr. Burke was then directed to carry the fame to the Lords. 

The Houfe being informed that Warren Haftings, Efq; was 
in the cuftody of the Serjeant at Arms, 

Mr. Burke was directed to acquaint the Lords with the fame. 


Postr-OFFICE ALrusES—REPORT OF CoMMI@TEE. 


Mr. Grey faid, the Committee ¥ad gone through the feveral mr. Grey. 
Abufes in the Poft-Office that he had alluded to, when he had 
taken the liberty of propofing a Comtnittee of Enquiry a few 
days fince, and his mind was made up to the conviction, that 
the 
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the Committee had heard evidence fufficiently f ti fa‘tory to 
fubftantiate every fac that he had opened to the Houle; h 
wifhed, therefore, to make a Report of their procecdmg , - 
far as included thofe faéts. Other Gentlemen had ftated other 
facts, which were then under enquiry, he could not therefore 
make a complete Report.—Mr. Grey faid, th s being the cafe, 
he trufted his Report would be received, and that it would be 
confidered as a full and complete anfwer to thofe Genl m n 
who had charged him with having wifhed to open accufations 
in the Houfe, and propofe a Committee of Enquiry, without 
having in his pofleffion the materials and the power of making 
a Report to the Houfe before the prorogation of Parliament. 
He concluded with moving, ** That the Committee have leave 
to report from time to time.” 
Lord Maite Lord Maitland complained of the injuftice of making a partial 
i Report on a fubject of fo delicate a nature, as an accufation 
apainft a Noble Lord, high in office, ata period of the Seffion 
when it would be impoffible for that Noble Lord to exculpate 
himfelf in time for the ‘Houfe to receive his exculpation be- 
fore Parliament was prordgued. "His Lordfhip fubmitted the 
ground the Houfe ftood upon in this affair to their candid con- 
{ideration. 
Mr.W.Pitte The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, he was extreme] y anxicus 
and impatient, that a Report from the Committee fhhould be 
made, but no feeling of anxiety on his own account, 1 or on 
that of the Noble Lord in queftion, could reconcile him to the 
admiffion of a piece-meal and partial Report upon fo delicate a 
fubject. A complete Report the Houfe was entitled to expect, 
a complete Report he anxioufly wifhed to fee, but to noth’ ng 
{hort of aecomplete Report could he give his confent. 

Mr. Fox faid, he had thonght it extremely hard and unreafon 
able in the firft inftance to expeét, that his Hon. Friend, not 
having the power either of lengthening the exiftence of the 
seffions, or of knowing how long it would exift, fhould make 
any report before the Houfe rofe; but furcly it was much more 
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hard, and much more unreafonable, after his Hon. Friend had 
declared, that he had heard every witneds, and adduced all the evı- 
denct? he defired to adduce refpecting the fadts that he had ftated 
to the Houfe, and was ready to make a report as far as tnofe 
facts went, to ex; ect that his Hon. Friend could undertake to 
make a complete Report, when if was recollected that one of 
the Aiembers of the Committee (Lord Maitland) was rather 
adver{e to the object of the Committee, and had ftarted fome 
new facts, that made their enquiries moie extenfive. Mr. Fox 
added, that in his opinionhis Hon, Friend had done every thinz 
that could reafonably be exp.étcd from him, and had fully 
aníwered every promile or expectation that he had heid out to 


the Houte. 

Lord Adaitland faid, it was very true he had ftated fome facts Lord Maite 
touching abufes in the Poft-Office, during the time a Noble ane 
Lord, no longer in that fituation, had been at the head of it, 
and he was free to fay, the evidence he had called hid not gone 
as far as he wifhed, but the Committee having been appointed for 
the general purpofe of enquiring into the abufes of the Poft- 

Office, he had an undoubted right to ftate fuch abufes as had 
fallen within his knowledge. 

The Chancellor cf the Exchequer afked when the Hon. Gen- Mr.W.Pitt. 
tleman (Mr. Grey) thought a complete Report could be made. 

Mr. Grey anfwered, early the following week. Mr. Grey. 

The Chancelor of the Exchequer faid, he was glad a Report Mr.w.Pitt. 
could be made fo foon. 

Lord AZaitland reminded the Houfe, that after the Report Lord Maite 
was made, it would take three days at leaft to print it. ai 

The Queftion was at length put and negatived. 


NEW WRIT FOR LAUDER: 


Sir Jobn Sinclair gave notice, that he fhould move for a new s; John 
Writ for Lauder, in the room of Francis Charteris, Ela; now 724%- 
Lord Elcho. 

VoL. Ill. L Lord 
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Lord Elcho faid, he would oppofe any fuch Motion, as he had 
not vacated his feat. 


ee 


Wedneflay, May 23. 


Mr. Burke. Mr. Burke reported, that he had delivered to the Lords the 


_ Seventh Article of Impeachment on Monday laft, and had ac- 
quainted the Lords, that Warren Haftings, Efq; was in the 
cuftody of the Serjeant at Arms, attending that Houfe. 

The Serjeant at Arms likewife reported, that he had deli- 
vered Warren Haftings, Efq; into the cuftody of the Gentle- 


man Ufher of the Black Rod, and had taken a proper dif- 
charge. 


Mr. Burke. Mr. Burke reported the Eighth Article of Impeachment 


againft Warren Haftings, Efq. 


The fame was ordered to be 
farther confidered the next day. 


PRINCE OF WaALe® 8’s DEBT 83. 


The Chancellor of the Excheguer {tated at the Bar, that he had 


two papers, purporting to be the accounts of the fevera. Debts 
due from his Royal Highnefs the Prince of Wales, up to July, 
1786, to prefent to the Houle. 





Mr.W.Pitte 


He was defired to bring them up, and the titles of them were, 
upon Motion, feverally read at the Table. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer then role, and faid, as it had 
been impoffible for the accounts to be made out and authenti- 
cated in time fore him to have prefented them fooner than that 
day, and as Gentlemen in all probability would like to examine 
them previous to any Motion being brought forward on the 
fubject, he prefumed it woul& be generally fatisfa€tory for him 
to move to difcharge the Order for taking bis Majefty’s Meflage 


into confide: n that day, and afterwards to move a new 
Order for the next day. 


Mr.W. Pitt. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Vyner defired to know whether the Houfe was not to be Mr. Vyner. 
furnifhed with an eftimate of the expence of completing the 
buildengs at Carleton Houfe, agreeable to the promife contained 
in his Majetty’s Mefiage ? 

Fhe Chancellor f the Exchequer faid, it was by all means his Mr-W. Pitt, 
Majefty’s int ntion to lay the eftimate before them ; but as yet 
it was not fully completed. An eftimate in grofs had been 
made, but it was thought more proper to have it detailed in a 
‘The amount 





more minute way for the infpection of the Houle. 
of the grofs eftimate that had been made was about 45,0001. 
for building, and about soool. for furniture ; but it was hoped 
that when the feveral steams came to be particularized, it would 
be found to fall fhort of that fum, but at all events there was 
no danger of its exceeding it. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO ENQUIRE IN10 AbuUS&S IN 
THE PosT-OFFiCcE. 


Mr. Grey brought up the Report from the Committee, which Mr. Grey. 
was read at full length at the table. Mr. Grey then moved, 
‘© That the Report be taken into confideration on Monday 
next.” 

Lord Maitland moved to fubftitute the word Friday,’’ de- Lord Maite 
claring, that he fhould oppofe any Motion for printing the Re- iii 
port as unneceflary, fince it was fo fhort, that any Gentleman 
might, on a flfght perufal, make himfelf mafter of its contents, 
and as it contained a variety of matter, criminating a Noble 
Lord, high in office, at a period of the Seffions, when it was 
utterly impoffible for any proceeding to be inftituted thatecould 
afford means of general inveftigation, or give the party crimi- 
nated a fair opportunity of exculpating himfelf. 

The Chancellor of the Excl equgr faid, he by no means thought Mr.W. Pitt. 
the diftance of Friday fufficient for Gentlemen to read and exa- 
mine the Report and Appendix, fo as to enable them to make 
up their minds properly and fatisfactorily upon it. He fhould 

L 2 therefore 
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thercfore be for deferring it till Monday, but at the fame time 
he could affure the Houfe, he did not wifh to poftpone it from 
any backwardnefs he felt to meet any thing perfonal with refpect 
to himfelf, as he flattered himfelf would be manifeit to every 
Gentleman when the queftion came to be debated. He alfo 
agreed with the Noble Lord in his objection to having the 
papers printed, a thing which he thought in delicacy ought to 
be difpenfed with, when it was confidered that they not only 
related to alledged abufes in a public department, in which 
point of view they certainly ought to be made as public as 
poffible, but that they alfo went into detail of an altercation and 
diffenficn between two Noble Lords, which of courfe was a 
fubject the Houfe would interfere with as little as its connection 
with public bufinefs would render necefiary. 
Mr. Grey. Mr. Grey faid a few words. 

The Motion, ‘* that the Report be taken into confideration 
on Monday next,” was then put and carried, Lord Maitland 
withdrawing his Amendment. 

Mr. Grey. Mr. Grey next moved, ‘* that a fufficient number of Copies 
be printed for the ufe of the Member of the Houfe.”’ 

Alderman Newnham rofe to fupport this Motion, declaring, 
that if there ware abufes in the Poft-Office, they ought to be 
publicly known, and that the net printing the Report would 
look as if the Houfe were afraid of letting the world know, 
that a Committee of that Houfe appointed to enquire, had re- 
ported that abufes exifted. 

Upon the Queftion being put, the Houfe divided, 

yes, 16. Noes, 120. 


Alderman 
Newnham, 


Poor Lawes. 


Mr.Gilbert. Mr. Gilbert prefented to the Houfe a Report from the Com- 
mittee, who were appointed at the beginning of the Seffions to 
infpect and confider the Returns made relative to the Poor, 
purfuant to the Acts of laft ScMion. Ile informed the Houfe, 
that the Committee had invettigated the fubject with great la- 

bour 
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bour and attention, and had formed their Report upon facts 


very interefting and important, which weie difclof d by thofe 
Returns, and were particularly ftatcd in an AbftraSt annexed 


to the Report. He faid, he would not take up the time of 


the Houfe in urging any obfervations of his own upon it, but 
would leave the Report to fpeak for itfelf, and intreated the 
attention of the Houfe whilft it was read by the Clerk. 

It was then read very diftinétly, and the Houfe ordered a 
fuficient number of copies of the Report and Abftract to be 
printed for the ufe of the Members. 


Lorn Etre no's DISQUALIFICATION. 
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Sir Jobn Sinclair faid, he had no perfonal motive for bring- Sir John 
ing forward the motion which he was about to make, leaft of SINCLAT, 


all did he mean any thing in the fmalleft degree difrefpectful 
to the Noble Lord oppofite to him. That he confidered the 
matter to be of the utmoft importance, involving confidera- 
tions interefting to the conftitution of that Houfe, and to the 
prefervation of the rights of the Commons of Scotland, as fet- 
tled and eftablifhed by the articles and acts of Union. That, 
if he was not perfuaded the motion he meant ¢o make ftood 
upon the cleareft and moft fe'f-evident grounds of parliamen- 
tary law and precedent, he would not have ventured to have 
ood up for the purpofe of making it. His Motion, he faid, 
would be, 

«c That the Speaker do ifue his warrant to the Clerk of the 
Crown, to make out a new writ for the electing a Commif- 
fioner to ferve in this prefent Parliament fòr the diftrict of 
Lauder, Haddington, Dunbar, North Berwick, and Jedburgh, 
in the room of Francis Charteris. Efq; junior, of Aimsfield, 
now become the eldeft fon of a Feer of Scotland, and thereby 
incapable of repreferting the faid diftrict in this Houfe.”— 
But, before he made it, he wifhed tne precedents on which 
he grounded it, might be read from the Journals: he accord- 
ingly defired the Clerk to turn to December 1708, for the pro- 
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ceedings of the Houfe in the cafe of Lord Haddo, and the 
refolution then come to. He accordingly moved, ** T hat the 
entry in the Journals, 3d of December 1708, of the procecd- 
ings of the Houfe, on confidering the Act of the Electicn of 
Members for Scotland,’? might be read; and alfo, ** Ihe 
proceedings relative to Alexander Irvine and others; and the 
proceedings 25th November 1708, and 27th November of the 
fame year.” 

Sir John Sinclair next defired the cafe of Lord Charles 
Douglas, in 1755, to be read, and then moved, ‘** I hat the 
entry, 18th November, 1755,” be read; which being done 
by the Clerk, he made his original Motion. 

As foon as the Motion was ftated from the Chair, Lord 
Beauchamp defired to know if the Hon. Baronet had found na 
other precedents. | 

Sir Jobn Sinclair {tated the petition of Mr. Irvine and others, 
in 1708, as conclufive; but faid, there was a precedent on 
the Journals of Lord Livingftone’s cafe, in 1689, which was 
read. 

Lord Beauchamp after this rofe, and argued ftrongly in fa- 
your of Lord Elcho, contending that, in point of reafon and 
good fenfe, he ought to keep his feat. His Lordfhip quoted a 
part of the A&t of Jnion, which ena&ted from that time for- 
ward, that the two kingdoms fhould participate reciprocally in 
the benefits, advantages, rights and immunities, peculiar to 
each. Upon this quotation he refted an arzument, that to 
oblige the Noble Lord, in confequence of his having become 
the eldeft fon of a Peer of Scotland, to vacate his feat, would 
be to violate the fpirit and meaning of the A& of Union. 
With regarf to the precedents, his Lordfhip faid, they were 
all cafes that had occurred m times cf great party violence, 
and ought not to be relied on as obligations indifpenfible by 
the Houfe. In proof of this, he read an exfraét from Bifhop 
Burnet’s Hittory of his own Times, in which Burnet, {peak~ 
ing of the Parliamentary Tranfa@ions of 3708, fays, ** The 


Court 
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Court and the Whigs had joined, and were determined to 
carry every thing their own way; that the Whigs unblufh- 
ingly decided e ections, without re_ rd to juftice, or any other 
confideration but their own party feelings, azainft the Tories.” 
With regard to Lord Hadd>, his Lordfhip fa d, ıt was noto- 
rious that he was a perfon particularly obnoxious to the powers 
then in being, and that circumftance confidered, the proceed- 
ings upon the Journals w re not to be wondered at. His Lord- 
fhip treated the o her precedents as of little avail; and after 
animadverting on the precedent of Lord Johnfton , (which he 
cited,) his Lordfhip went into general arguments, to prove, 
that, till the eldeft fons of Scotch Peers had the liberty of 
fitting in Parliament for Scotch counties and boroughs, in like 
manner as he and otoers, the eldeft fons of En,_lifh Peers, had 
aright to fit in the Houfe of Commons, Reprefentatives of 
Eng)lifh counties and boroughs, the reciprocity of advantages 
ftayed in the Act of Union was not fulfilled. His Lordfhip 
faid, that he hoped at leaft the Houfe would not of a fudden 
deprive the Noble Lord of his feat, but would fuffer him to 
continue to fit a little longer among them; and at the next 
General Election, the queftion, which he contended had never 
been truly tried, might come fairly to trial betore Mr. Gren- 
ville’s Committee. Lord Beauchamp concluded with moving, 
c That the confideration of tne Motion be adjourned till that 
day fe’nnight?”’ 


I5I 


Sir James Jobnfone defired to be heard a few words. The sir James 
Noble Lord had faid his anceftors were Tories, whereas the J22®*°7°- 


the very reverfe was the cafe. They were.all of them noto- 
rioufly Whigs. Lord Johnftone was a Whig, and fo were his 
fucceffors. The Noble Lord, Sir James faid, had talked of 
three precedents, but there wer-' fix, which he enumerated ; 
and the Noble Lord had argued againft them. What Gonified 
an argument againft the Jaw of the land? If the Noble Lord 
wifhed to alter the law, let him bring in a Bil], and do it by 
Act of Parliament. Sir James ftated, that, previous to the 
L 4 Union, 
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Union, it had been the Jaw of the Parliament of Scotland, 
that the eldeft fons of the Peers of Scotland fhould not fit in 
that Parliament, and the reafon was obvious; the Scotch Peers 
had too much power already, and that would have given them 
a great deal more. At that time it was not unufual, whena 
great Lord wanted to col ect a powerful body of vaflals to at- 
chieve any defign, to fend out a lighted torch, and if any man 
refufel to take 2nd bear it, to hang him up; it was highly 
neceflary, therefore, to curb the growing power of the Peerage. 
Sir James faid, he might, at one time or other, be a Peer of 
Scotland himfe!lf; the thing was not impoffible; and in that 
cafe, moft probably, he fhould be an advocate for the rights of 
the Peerage; but, as long as he had a feat in that Houle, he 
fhould think it his duty to ftand up in behalf of the rights of 
the Commons of Great-Britain. 

Mr.Dundas)s Mr. Dundas contended, that Sir John Sinclair’s Motion 
{fto:d upon broad conftitutional grounds, and that the prece- 
dent of 1.708 was unanfwerable. He reminded the Houfe, that 
the cafe of Lord Haddo, the proceedings thereupon, and the 
clear diftinét refolution the Houfe then came to, all occurred 
within a year of the fettlement of the Union of the two king- 
doms, ata time whilft the true intention of the parties who 
negociated it was within the recollection of every body, and 
confequently, that the refolution was to be confidered as the 
rule of conduét laid down for the Houfe, upon the moft un- 
queftionable principles. “Ihe Noble Lord had talked of the 
‘Tories, and of Lord Haddo’s being a Tory, when the faét was 
notorfoufly otherwife. He afked, Was the Ear] of Sunderland 
a Tory? Was the Earl of Aberdeen a Tory? And all the 
great men of §cotland of that day? Moft certainly not. The 
fact was, they formed a grand\jombination, in order to bring 
tne queftion to a decifion, and if was then fully decided.— 
With regard to what the Noble Lord had faid, of fuffering 
the Noble Lord oppofite to him to continue to fit till the Ge- 
neral Election, in order that the queftion might be then tried 
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before Mr. Grenville’s Committee, the Noble Lord need not 
wait till tren: let Lord Elcho but go and offer himfelf for 
Lauder as foon as the writ was ordered, and if he was returned 
(and, as he had pretty good intereft, in all probability he 
would be returned) he might then try the queftion before the 
Committee early next Seffion; for undoubtedly he would find 
a competitor. Mr. Dundas put this pointedly, and faid, that 
the exact reciprocity of advantages, rights and immunities, 
{tated in the Act of Union, as referred to by the Noble Lord, 
did exift, as was evident from a Noble Friend of his (Lotd 
Maitland) havimg, by his own merit doubtlefs, obtained a feat 
in that Houfe for an Englifh borough ; and he had no doubt, 
if the other Noble Lord (Beauchamp) chofe to go to Scotland, 
and fpend a little money there, he might be returned fora 
Scotch townfhip or county. Mr. Dundas, after various argu- 
ments in fupport of the precedent of 1708, concluded with 
declaring, that he was clear that the Noble Lord was at that 
time guilty of a breach of privilege, in fitting where he did. 
Lord Echo faid, there was no precedent for difpoffleffing the 
fon of a Scotch Peer of his feat, when he had been legally 
elected, and his title had devolved to him pendigg the Seffion 


153 





of a Parliament. 

Lord Maitland rofe, to complain of the injuftice of entail- Lord Mait- 
ing upon the fons of Scotch Peers a difability under which sa 
they accidentally laboured, with regard to their own Parlia- 
ment, at the time of the Union, and reminded the Houfe, 
that there had been a period when the fons of Englifh Peers 
were in like manner difabled from fitting in that Houfe. His 
Lordfhip obferved, that, in order to juftify fuch a grofs par- 
tiality, Gentlemen were obliged to refort for precedents to 
tranfactions that had occurred previous to the Act of Union. 

He denied that the reciprocity of advantages, {tated in the A@ 
of Union, had any exiftence, while the eldeft fons of Scotch 
Peers could not fit for Scotch boroughs and counties, in like 
manner that the eldeft fons of Englifh Peers fat far Englith 

boroughs 
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boroughs and counties, and declared he would next Seffion 
bring in a Bill to put both on an equality. 
Mr. An/jiruther defired the Noble Lord would confider what 


he was about to do, and faid, it behoved the Reprefenta- 


tives of the boroughs and counties of Scotland, and alfo the 
Reprelentatives of the borcughs and counties of England, to 
reflect very ferioufly, before they gave their confent to any 
Bill, the object of which was to alter the Act of Union. 

Sir Adam Fergufon rofe merely to fay, that the Noble Lord’s 
objection was not folid, when he had faid that there was no 
precedent of a Scoth Peer’s eldeft fon being obliged to vacate 
his feat, when his title had devolved upon him during a Seffion 
of Parliament, of which Parliament he had been legally chofen 
a Member. Sir Adam mentioned the cafe of Mr. Mackenzie, 
whofe father was created Vifcount Beltarbat, in confequence 
of which he of courfe vacated his feat, as a cafe in point. 

Sir John Sinclair’s Motion was carried. 





LThurfday, May 24. 


His MAjesty’s MEssaGE—-PRINCE OF WALES. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer moved the Order of the 
Day, for taking his Majefty’s Meflage into confideration,— 
whereupon the Speaker read the Meflage from the Chair; 
after which 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer rofe, and obfervéd, that no- 
thing could moze fully prove his Majefty’s true affection for 
his fubjects, than the regret which he at all times felt, when 
obliged to make any application to Parliament that could tend 
to the impofition of new berthens upon them. But at the 
fame time, he was himfelf perfuaded that there was no burthen 
which that Houte and the public would fo cheerfully acquiefce 
in, as one which tended to promote the comfort and intereft 
of any part of the Royal Family, particularly fo diftinguifhed 
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2 branch of it as the Prince who was the objeét of the prefent 
application.—He was convinced that every Gentleman would 
rejoice with him, that the bufinefs came forward ın its prefent 
{hape and channel, inftead of any other, as there could be none 
fo correfpondent to the conftitution, fo refpectful to the illuf- 
trious family who were concerned, nor fo confonant to the 
interefts and real dignity of the Prince himfelf.—[A loud cry 
of Hear !})—His Majefty, while he thus complied with the 
wifhes of his Royal Highnefs, had not been unmindful of the 
eafe and interefts of his people ; the Prince had confented to 
fuch a fyftem of payment as fhould fecure his expences not 
exceeding his income, and his Majefty had taken fuch mea- 
{ures as would prevent the pofhbility of any future application 
to Parliament on this fubject, by a permanent addition to the 
Prince’s eftablifhment, without recurring to Parliament for 
the money, but out of his own Civil Lit.—W ith regard to 
what was paft (which certainly was not fo material an objec 
as that which was to com~)—but with regard to that, his Ma- 
jefty hadď' done all that lay in his power, for the fatisfaction of 
the Houfe, in fubmitting to their infpection a ftate of the 
Prince’s affairs, from which they might judge of the neceflity 
there was for this relief; but he imagined that Gentlemen 
would not think of inftituting any very ftrict fcrutiny into the 
{tate and nature of that account, not only out of perfonal re- 
{pect to the exalted charaler whom it concerned, but becaulfe 
it was a circumftance that never could occur again, as long as 
his Royal Highnefs continued in his prefent fituation. He 
fhould therefore move an Addrefs to his Majefty, in anfwer 
to the Meffage that had been read, in which the Houfe fhould 
undertake to comply with the requeft of his Majefty ; and 
which Motion, he hoped and believed, would meet with no 
one diffenting voice. as he was convinced that no real well- 
founded objeétion could be made, in thus gratifying, in a 
oint fo eflential to his feelings, a Monarch, who, while his 
affection as a father inclined him to extend his indulgence to 
his 


155 


156 





PARLIAMENTARY [May 24 


h's fon, hid not been unmiundtul of the higher and more im 
por ant duties of his public chniracter, as tı common Father 
of his People. He then moved tie fol] vin, 

A D D HK & 5 6 

< Tuar an humble Addrefs be prefented to his Mayefty, 
affuring his Majeity how fenfibly this Tsoufe, t all time , 
feel the gracious proofs of his Majefty’s conftant attention to 
the interefts of his people, particularly in the directions which 
his Majefiy has given for making an addition:! allowance to 
his Royal Highnefs the P ince of Wales, out of his Mayjefty’s 
Civil Lift, in order to remove every poffible doubt of the fuf- 
hciency of his Royal Highnefs’s income to fupport amply the 
dignity of his fituation, without occafioning any increafe to 
the annual expence of the public. 

s ‘That it 1s with the grea'eft fatisfaction this Houfe learns 
that his Royal Highnefs has given his Majefty the fulleft af- 
furances of his Royal Highnefs’s firm determination to confine 
his future expences within his income, and has fettled fuch 
regulations as his Majcfty trufts will ffeétually fecure the due 
execution of his Royal Highnefs’s intention. 

s< That his Majefty may depend on the zeal and affectionate 
attachmert of his faithful Commons, to afford hls Majeity the 
affiftance he defires for the difcharge of his Royal Highnefs’s 
debts, and that, in full reliance on the affurances which his 
Majetty has received, this Houfe humbly defires that his Ma- 
jefty will be gracioufly pleafed to dire&t the fum of One Hun- 
dred and Sixty-one “I houfand Pounds to be iffued out of his 
Majefty’s Civil Lift for that purpofe, and the fum of Twenty 
Thoufand Pounds on account of the works at Carleton-Houfe, 
as {oon as arreftimate fhall be formed, with fufficient accuracy, 
of the whole expence for completing the fame in a proper 
manner, and to affure his Majefty that his faithful Commons 
will make good the fame.” 

Refolved, Nemine conti adicente, 
That the faid Addrefs be prefented bv Privy Counfellors. 
Monday y 
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Monday, Alay 28. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WaRREN HasTincGs, Esq. 


The further Articles of Impeachment againft Warren 
Haftings, Efq; late Governor-General of Bengal, were read 
and agreed to, and Mr. Burke dire&ted to carry the fame to 
the Lords. | 
Major Scott faid, I hope, Mr. Speaker, the Houfe will have ™2jorScote. 
the indulgence to hear me,- for a few minutes, upon the fub- 
ject now ynder confideration. Laft year the Right Hon. Gen- 
tleman (Mr. Burke) brought before this Houfe a number of 
Charges or Articles againft Mr. Haftings. One of this num- 
ber was intitled ‘* Mifdemeanours in Oude.” In this Seffion, 
feveral days were appointed for taking the article into confi- 
deration, and, upon one pretence er other, the day was. put 
off ; but about ten days ago it was the fubje& of debate.—I 
oppofed the Charge in the Committee of the whole Houfe, as 
very nonfenfical, and containing matter highly meritorious, 
inftead of being criminal. It was, however, determined that 
the Charge, intitled ** Mifdemeanours in Oude,” contained 
impeachable matter, and it was referred to the Committee ap- 
pointed to draw up the Articles of Impeachment, in order 
that they might, from that Charge, form an Article. —On 
Friday laft thefé Articles were brought up; for, inftead of 
being, one Article, they are twelve. I faw them, and they 
took me an hour and a half to read, even in a curfory manner ; 
but I am fure no other Member of this Houfe faw them on that _ 
day. They were read, and ordered to be printed, when the 
Houfe was on the point of rifing on Friday, an when no 
Gentleman feemed difpofed to lifteffto a word upon the fubject 
of them. I came down to this Houfe on Saturday, fora copy 
of the Articles, but it was neceflary to keep them here until 
the engrofied Articles were examined; fo that, in fact, they 
did not go to the prefs until Saturday noon; and this day, at 
one 
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one o’clock, fuch Members as happened accidentally to be 
down at fo early an hour, had an opportunity of getting them. 
The cafe theretore is this, that the Commons of Greit-#ri ain 
are, at this inftart, about to proceed to the molt folemn act 
they can execute, without knowing one word about the mat- 
ter; for I will venture to affert, that not ten Members of t vis 
Houfe have read the Articles; and I firmly believe thit no 
Member, in or out of the Houfe, has read thefe Articles, ca- 
cept the Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Burke) and myicif, and 
I have only had an opportunity of reading them overcu f rily. 
If it is decent and proper, that the Commons of Engl nd, 
after voting an Impeachment, fhould be perfectly indiftercne 
as to what articles are fent up, I have no more to fay ; but if 
it is of importance that we fhould know what it is we fend to 
the Lords, I hope Gentlemen will read the Articles which I 
hold in my hand; if they do, I am fure they will never diz- 
nify fuch nonfenfe, fo far as to fay folemnly, at the Lar of 
the Houfe of Lords, that the Knights, Citizens, and Dur- 
geffes, in behalf of themfelves and the Commons of England, 
prefent fuch trafh, as Articles of Impeachment; but, in evcry 
point of view, the proceeding is abfurd and ridiculous. I 
have been told, that I ought to have made my oppofitiu, on 
Friday, and that, in fact, the Articles were then pafled, and 
the prefent queiftion is only, who fhall carry them up? It that 
is indeed the queftion, I am indifferent about it. But what, 
in the name of God, then did we mean by oidering thefe Ar- 
ticles ta be printed. If the Commons of Great-Biitain palid 
thefe Articles an Friday, without onc man reading them, why 
are they printed now, that we may difcover the abfurdities in 
them, when we¢ cannot apply a remedy to them. I have done 
my duty, Mr. Speaker. $ think the whole bufinefs is dif- 
praccful and difhonourablie to fhe Houfe, and have expofed it 
J am ayain{ft thefe Articles, at the oniy moment in which l 
have a chance of being heard; but if tne Articles are really 
pafied, 1 fay the Houle has becn betr>yed into the pafling of 
Articles, 
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Articles, which, I believe in my conf{cience, no Member has 
read but myfelf, and I have only read them curforily; but I 
am fure there are not ten Members who have, or indeed could 
have read a line of them. Yet, in defiance of truth and 
common fenfe, we pafs them with lefs form than we would a 
‘Turnpike Bill, and we folemnly fay, at the Bar of the Houfe 
of Lords, that they are Articles of Impeachment againft War- 
ren Haftings, Efq; by the Knights, Citizens, and Burgefles, 
in Parliament aflembled. If this Houfe thinks fuch a pro- 
ceeding confiftent with its dignity, let it pafs in the name of 
God, I will not divide the Houfe upon it. 














ABUSES IN PosT-OFFICE. 


‘The Order of the Day for taking into further confideration 
the Report of the Committee appointed to enquire into the 
Abufes that prevailed in the Poft Office, having been read, 
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Mr. Grey rofe, and began with obferving, that after what Mr. Grey. 


had pafled, it would be unnecefflary for him to trefpafs long 
on the patience of the Houfe; he would therefore fhortly 
touch upon thè feveral faéts ftated in the Report, in order to 
fhew, that every abnfe he had opened had been jo fully fub- 
ftantiated by evidence, that no man would venture tocall! 
any one of them in queftion. Mr. Grey faid, he fhould’ not 
wonder if the Charges he had made, although fully eftablifhed 
by proof, fhould appea light and trivial in the eyes of the 
Floufe, or at leaft be fo ftated by thofe, who might think 
proper to oppofe the Motion he fhould have the honour to 
make. All Charges muft indeed appear lightand trivial when 
compared with thofe enormous and flagitious (Charges, in the 
inveftigation of which the Houfe had been fo lông and fo 
folemnly engaged; but though-ne did not bring forward 
Charges of unequalle doppreffion, rapacity, and Corruption, of 
the moft unprecedented plunder of tacks and crores with the 
one hand, and the moft uiexampled and lavifh wafte of them 
with the other; yet the Charges he urged were notin them- 
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felves of a light and infiznific.nt nature; they confiftcd of 
charges of grofs malverfation in office, of illegal bargiin, 
and fale of public fituations; of connivance at frafidulent 
abufe, of difmiffion and difzrace of thofe who had fhewed 
themfelvcs anxious for reform, and of countenance and | ro- 
tection extended to thofe who Fbad oppofed reform. Hlavins 
made an exordium to this eficct, Mir. Grey proceeded to men- 
tion the diff_rent facts in the order in which they are noticcd 
in the Report of the Committce, and firft he defired to call 
the attention of the Houfe to the fum of 35ol. annually paid 
by Mr. Lees, Secretary of the Poft-Office in Ireland, to a 
perfon no otherwife known, but by the letters A. B. although 
it appeared that the perfon fo defuribed was Mr. Treves. He 
commented upon this fact as the moft important of any ftated 
in the Report, and contended, that it was not only an indirect 
and undue application of the public money, but contrary to 
law, and as fuch highly deferving of cenfure. He expatiated 
on the evil tendency of fuch an illicit contract, and maintain- 
ed that it was clearly wrong in the conception of Lord Carte- 
ret himfelf, from the fecret and concealed manner tn which 
the tranfaction had been veiled from the public eye, and fiom 
the great concern fhewn by the Noble Lord upon its having 
been difcovered in the narrative ot Nir. Lees, that Mr. Treves 
was the perfon who was defcribed by the letters A. B. He men- 
tioned alfo Mr. Todd’s declaration before the Committe, 
that fuch a tranfaction was unprecedented, and that he had 
exprefled his difapprobation of it to the Poft-mafters General 
at the time it took place, and laid confiderable ftrefs upon that 
circumftance. After a variety of expreflions of reprehenfion 
upon the ficeft fact, he procecded to the fecond ftated in the 
Report, viz. that of a paysnent of 200l. a year, which had 
been exacted from Mr. Dafhwood, appointed to the office of 
Poft-mafter Gencral in Jamaica. “This alfo was in favour of 
Mr. Treves, who had never performed any public fervice in 
the Poft-Office, orin any other public department to entitle 

him 





Mu to Soa] D EBA IT EF w 


had been paffed above two years, and the [foufe had heerd of 
nogReport. The Commiffioners of Accounts on the contrary, 
who had been fo ill-treated, as to have a Sccrctary of the 
Treafury fent down to a thin Houfe, to move a cold Addrefs 
to his Majetty refpecting them, when fcarcely any of the 
Members prefent knew what was doing ; thofe Commi.fiunc.s 
had been appointed in Spring, and in November they broushe 
in their firft Report, and by the time their commiffion had 
exift.d two years, they had prefented feven Reports. If, 
thereforeg the Commiffioners under the Right Hon. Gentle- 
man’s Bill could not find time to enquire into the abufes of 
the Poft-Office, and procee!to the rcform of thofe abuf-s, the 
Commiffioners of Accounts ought to have been dirccted to do 
it; but from the whole complexion of the cafe it was clear 
that the Right Hon. Gentleman had not be.n fincere, when 
he had either in that inftance, or any other, dealt fo largely 
in profeffions of his wifhes of reform; if he had, that Houfe 
muift before that time have feen fome fruits of fo much pro- 
mife; whereas there were not any traces to be found of real 
reform of office. Speaking of the difmifion of Lord Tanker- 
ville, Mr. Grey faid, his noble relation had been facrificed 
for the fake of arrangements in favour of a Noble Lord, who 
had feated the Right Hon. Gentleman in his prefent fituation, 
and whofeenod could difmifs him from office; the Noble Earl 
had been facrificed in favour of that Noble Lord, who had 
been well defcribed by an Hon. Friend of his as of fo much 
weight and importance, that whole adminiftrations had been 
put in the fcale againft him and found wanting.—After fome 
warm expreiions on this topic, Mr. Grey concluded with 
obferving once more, that al] the facts he had opened to the 
Houfe had been fully preved, and therefore he moved, 

‘<< That it appears to this Houfe that great abufes have pre- 
vailed in the Pott-Office, and that the fame being made known 


to his Majefty’s Minifters, it is their duty, without lofs of 
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time, to make ufe of fuch meafures as are in their power to 
refotm them.” 

Sir F bn Aubrcy in a fhort fpeech, hishly complimented the 
Earl of Tankerville for the part he had acted in bringing for- 
ward fuch an enquiry. He faid, that the abufes {tated had been 
all proved, and that had not the Noble Earl acted as he had 
done, he would himfelf have been an offender. Sir John con- 
eluded his pane,syrick with declaring, that he was proud of the 
opportunity of doing juftice to the character of a Noble Lord, 
fo nearly connected with him by alliance and by friendfhip. 

Lord Masitlanl faid, he muft neceflarily intrude fomewhat 
longer than ufual on the patience of the Houfe, but he would 
comprefs what he had to fay as muchas poffible. His Lordfhip 
then declared the Report to contain facts of the moft ftale, 
trivial, and untmportant nature that had ever engaged the at- 
tention of a Houfe of Parliament; the only difference that there 
was between the prefent complexion of thofe facts and its former 
one was, that which had been in almoft every body’s hand 
without doors as a narrative of facts, was now dignified with 
the form and tithe of a Report of the Houfe of Commons. In 
order to prove th, his Lordfhip proceeded to inveftigate each 
{« parate fact, and to defcribe it in its true light. The firt was 
a grant of 350l. a year to Mr. Treves, an intimate friend of 
Lord Carteret, which was no charge whatever to thespublic, nor 
any impediment to the public bufinefs, but was, with the con- 
ient of the party moft tnterefted, paid out of the exifling 
emoluments of the office of Secretary of the Poft-Office in 
Dublin. ‘That fucha meafure was not ftriétly juftifiable he 
was ready to admit, but it was by no means unprecedented, 
and compared with the tranfactions in every public office only 
ten years ao, it was purity itfelf. . Nor indeed had it been 
even infinuated, that it originated in anv thiñg like a corrupt 
motive in Lord Carteret. His Hon. Friend had laid great ftrefs 
on the opini n of Mr. Todd, re pecting the tranfaction. That 
opinion, he muft t kel y to fay, was of no authority in that 
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Houle upon a point which every Gentleman prefent was to the 
full as competent to judge about as Mr. Todd. The next 
tranéaction was, that of Mr. Dafhwood, Poft-mafter of Jamaica, 
which was, as the Hon. Gentlenram had ftated it, exactly fimilar 
to that of the 3501. and therefore required no new obfeiva- 
tions. With regard to the permiffion of Mr. Molyneux to re- 
fign the agency to the Helvoetfluys packet boats to Mr. 
Hutchinfon, that was a tranfaétion founded in a charitable in- 


tention to relieve an unfortunate man from prifon, and if there 


were any Criminality in the tranfacétion, it was as much imputa- 
ble to Lord Tankerville as to Lord Carteret, fince the Noble 
Earl had taken as great a part in it as the Noble Lord, but in 
his opinion there was no criminality imputable toeither. His 
Lordfhip went into the other facts ftated in the Report, and 
commented upon each, with a view to fhew that it was either 
not perfonal to Lord Carteret, or of a trivial nature. With 
refpect to the 24 per centage allowed to the perfon who ma- 
naged the packet boats, he faid, that appeared to him to be the 
moft important abufe of all that were {tated in the Report, and 
Mr. Todd was himfelf as ready to admit that it was fo, as any 
man living, though he had acted with fo much guard over hjm- 
felf, as to be ready to fubmit all the actions of his official life to 
the ftricteft {crutiny. His Lordfhip faid, the mifunderftanding 
that had prevailed between Lord Carteret and the Earl of 
‘Tvankerville, did not arife, as had been faid, in confequence of 


the former’s oppofing the latter’s endeavour to reform certain 


abufes, but had begun much earlier, and upon far different 
grounds. His Lordfhip read a letter from Mr. Toddeto the 
Noble Earl upon the fubje&, and the anfwer, in which the 
Earl declined following the advice Mr. Todd was fo ready to 
give him unafked, and charged Lord Carteret with having 
taken up the affair of Mr. Dafhwood (recommended by Lord 
Tankerville to the ofice of Riding Surveyor) with too high a 
hand. In the Earl’s letter, his Lordfhip faid, he did not find 
thit he cooled very falt with refpect to the tranfaction alluded to, 
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and ufed other exprefiions indicative of warmth. With regard 
to the difmiffion of Lord Tankerville, his Lordfhip defcnded 
the meafure, and took notice of what Mr. Grey had faid o# the 
arrangements in favour of Lörd Hawkefbury, declaring, that 
that Noble Lord’s name was an excellent jngredient in a recipe 
to render any thing unpopular. Uponthe whole, Lord Mait- 
land faid, the abufes ftated in the Report were not of the mag- 
nitude to call for the inyeftigation of that Houfe, but might 
fairly have been left to the correction of thafe at the head of the 
Office, or for the examination of the Committee acting by 
yirtue of the authorify given them by the Right Hon. Gentle- 
man’s Office Reform Bill; which Cammittee, his Hon. Friend, 
in like manner as Ltrd Tankeryille had all along done, had 
confounded with the Commiflioners of Accounts. His Lord- 
fhip faid he fhould move to have the Office Reform Bill read, 
and that he would then move the previous queftion, meaning 
afterwards to move that the farther confideration of the Report 
of the Committee be put off for three months. He moved ta 
have the Act accordingly read, and it having been read pro 
forma, his Lordfhip moved the previous queftion. 
Commodore Commodore Bowyer rofe to confirm the affertion that the 
Bowyere = Poft-Office Packets were concerned in {mugegling. He ftated 
feveral diftinét facts to proye this, and particularly detailed all 
the circumftances of pne cafe, in which the veffel, inftead of 
being fold, and half the money paid according to law to the 
, Captain and crew of the {hip that feized her, was valued, and 
a third only paid to the Captain and crew, and the Packet given 
back te the Captain who had been guilty of fmuggling. The 
Commodore fpoke of the built of fome of the Poft-Office 
Packets, declaring that they had falfe floors and cielings to the 
cabin, and he had even heard of their having hollow beams, the 
better to conceal contraband articles 
Mr. Baring Mr. Baring rofe, as one of the Commiffioners under Mr. 
Pitt’s Office Reform Bill, and gave an account of their Jabours. 
He faid, they had firft gone into the Old Board of Trade Officc, 
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next into the Scerciary of States Olitices, and then to the A 
muiralty Office; from thence into the Office of the Treafure: 
ot tke Navy, and that they were row in the Navy Oce. Tle 
declared, they were not diicCted by the At to nho Reports to 
that Houfe, but to the Loids of the Vicafury ; therefore the 
Hon. Gentlcman need not be furprifed at not having heard «f£ 
any Report from them. The ta-t was, that thev had made 
three Reports long ago, and the reafon why thev had not made 
another before now, was, the extreme arduoufnefs of their pre- 
fent object of enquiry, fince they found the Navy Office and 
Admiralty Office fo conneted, that in order to make a com- 
plete Report, they were obliged to go back from ene to the 
other. Mr. Baring {poke of the difiiculty of their duty in ftrong 
terms, aflerting, that he could fooner make an entire Report 
aike thofe of the Commiffioners of Accounts, than write a fin- 
gle line of the Report that ought to come from that Committee 
of which he had the honour to be a Member. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, that he fhould not Mr.W.Pitt. 
think it neceflary for him to take up much of the time of the 
Houle with what he had to fay upon the fubje@ ; it would, in- 
deed, be unpardonable in him were he to do fo after the very 
ample elucidation that had been made by the Noble Lord of the 
general queftion, and the explanation that had been given by an 
Hon. Gentleman as to a particular past of it. Neither did hə 
imagine the Houfe would expect that he fhould take much no- 
tice of what had fallen from the Hon. Gentleman, who intro- 
duced the bufinefs, of a direct perfonal tendency againft hini- 
{elf, as that (at leait a great part of it) certainly was by no 
means connected with the fubject then under difcuflion ; but he 
could not but obferve upon the fingularity of the Hon. Gentle- 
man’s conduét, who began his political Career in an early part 
of the feflion, by an oppefition (a reluctant one as he had him- 
felf faid) to a particular meafure of Government, and who had 
accompanied that oppofition with profeffions of great perfonal 
ce yard and refpect tor him, and ofa defire, as far as he could do 
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it confiftent with his duty as a Member of Parliament, to give 
his general {upport to Adminiftration, and kad particularly dif- 
claimed the character and imputation of being what was caked 
a party man. Whether he had deferved thofe fentiments of 
re{pect with which the Hon. Gentleman had complimented him, 
or not, of this he was at leafl convinced, that fince that period 
he had done nothing to forfeit them ; nay, the very fubject that 
had been made ufe of by the Hon. Gentleman, as a channel for 
ctnfure and accufation againft him, was a tubjeét, every cir- 
cumftance of which had taken place long before, and had been 
known to the Hon. Gentleman according to his own ftatement, 
even previous to his having a feat in that Hloufe. Notwithn- 
Standing thofe profeffions of a reluctance to oppofe Government, 
of refpect to Adminiftration, and of di{claiming the charaéter of 
a party man, he could not but fay, that he thought the prefent 
a wanton attack on Government, and that it was conduéted in 
a manner highly perfonal and difrefpectful to him, and befides 

favoured very much of the utmott afperity of party. With 
refpect to the fubject itfelf, it appeared to him exactly in the 
light in which it had been ftated by the Noble Lord, as by no 

means of confequence f{ufficient ta be made a fubject of Parlia- 
mentary enquiry ; oll that could be done in the work of re- 
formation ought to be done by the executive Crovernment, and 
in {fuch trivial inftances a refort only had to Parliament, when 

it fhould appear that Government had obftinatelv negkeéted that 

neccflary part of their duty; but he left it to the judgment of 
the Houfe, whether Adminiftration had been guilty of fuch 

neglect in,the Act of Parliament, that had juft been read, for 

the purpofe of afccrtaiffing whether or not he had been remifs in 

the bufinefs. “The Houfe had feen in that A& a full provifion 

for every necc Mary reform ; and full powers given to the Com- 

munoners for that purpofe. The Hor. Gentleman not being 
aiie to charge him with having omitted the Poft2Office in that 
Act, had complained that the Commiffioners had delayed to 
enter upon that part of thcir duty; all that was neceflary for 
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him to fay upon that head was, that the Commiffioners had not 
been idle, and then the queftion would be, whether the Poft- 
Office was of that rank and importance, compared with the other 
Offices that had been examined, or the abufes in it of fuch 
glaring and prominent magnitude, as ought to have intitled it 
to a prior attention. Ihis he by no means thought could be 
alledged ; for independent of any fuperiority in point of im- 
portance, it had been thought advifeable to begin with depart- 
ments of the very higheft rank, in order to remove any im- 
preffion there might be that the examination of the Commif- 
fioners was a derogation from the dignity of thofe who prefided 
over the feveral offices. Ihis idea was totally removed in the 
{ubordinate departments by the higher ones having firt fub- 
mitted to it. In purfuance of this principle, the Commiffioners 
had began with the Treafury, then they had gone to the offices 
of the Secretaries of State, from thence to the Admiralty, and 
afterwards to the Navy-Office ; and he believed no Gentleman 
who knew the nature of that department, would wifh its exa- 
mination and reform fhould be delayed a fingle hour. It was 
evident then, that with refpect to the object of reform in that 
office, Government had done all that lay in their power, and 
had already put it into fuch a train as the Legiflature had ap- 
proved of by paffing a law for the purpofe. The object of the 
motion then could not be to provide for a reform, for that was 
effectually done* already, but muft be for the purpofe of cen- 
furing a Noble Lord at the head of the Poft-Office, for fuppofed 
abufes, or more probably of catting a reflection upon him for 
the part he had taken in the arrangement by which the Neble 
Earl had been removed from it. With refpe& to the latter, he 
apprehended the Houfe feemed to feel pretty much the impro- 
priety of entertaining fuch a difcuffion; it certainly belonged 
folely to the executive Gavernment to difpofe of the feveral 
public employments, and Parliament would be very cautious 
how it attempted to control or queftion the difcretion with 
wh h that power was exercifed. It certainly had been found 
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neceflary to remove one or other of the Noble Lords, as their 
differences had got to fuch a height that they could not even fit 
in the fame room with fatisfaction, and that difcretion with 
which Government was invefted had led them to determine the 
alternative againft Lord Tankerville. The neceflity of re- 
moving one of thofe Noblemen, and the vacancy that muft 
follow from fuch removal, had afforded an opportunity of ac- 
commodating a Noble Lord (Hawkfbury) who had been alluded 
to, and whom Gentlemen might allude to as often as they 
pleafed, in the way in which they did, fo long as he was per- 
fuaded that every favour which had been conferred upon that 
noble perfon, fince he had any fhare in his Majefty’s Councils, 
had been fully earned by the moft able and meritorious fervices ; 
but the vacancy was not made for the fake of accommodating 
Lord Hawkfbury, as it was evident that the two Noble Lords 
could not pofibly continue to act together, and whether Lord 
"Tankerville or Lord Carteret had been removed, it would have 
made no difference with refpect to Lord Hawkfbury, for in 
either cafe there would have been an opening for him. Befides, 
there certainly was nothing perfonal intended againft Lord 
‘Tankerville, for at the very moment of his removal from the 
Poft-Office, there was an arrangement fet on foot for the pur- 
pole of accommodating him, but his Lordthip would not liften 
toit. With refpect to the charge againft Lord Carteret, of 
the annual allowance made to Mr. ’Freves, out of the falary of 
Mr. Lees, it certainly was an abufe, and one which that Houfe 
ought not to countenance; he was forry to fay it was an abufe 
thae was to be met with in many other public departments, but 
that was certainly no excufe, as it was by no means a fit way of 
providing even for a deferving fervant of the public, much lefs a 
perfon who had no claims upon the State ; for if the fallary af 
an employment were too gicat for the duty, it ought to be re- 
duced, and if it were not too great, it was injuftice to make it 
tels, by charging it with a provifion for a perfon who did not 
do his duty. Still there were inftances in which it might be 
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allowable, as where a perfon became fuperannuated, and in- 
capable of doing the duty of his office, it was but natural to 
grant him a fupport out of the income of his fucceffor, and 
that fucceflor might think himfelf fufficiently compenfated for 
the {mallnefs of his prefent profits by the profpect of a future 
increafe, by the falling in of thepenfion. This was the {tate 
of the cafe with refpect to Mr. Barham and Mr. Lees, and 
with that part of it only, had he any concern. Notwith- 
ftanding the indignation and warmth which the Noble Earl 
might now feel, and which it appeared he had fo very 
amply communicated tothe Hon. Gentleman, he remembcred 
the time when the Noble Earl had thought much more mildly 
on the fubject—as he could take upon him to fay, from his 
recollection, that the Noble Earl had been extremely urgent 
with him to confent to an allowance to Mr. Lees, as a com- 
penfation for the fum paid by him to Mr. Treves. But upon 
the whole thofe circumftances, as well as thofe which related 
to Mr. Hutchinfon and Mr. Molyneux, although improper, 
were not attended even with any imputed circumftances of 
corruption on the part of Lord Carteret, nor did he imagine 
that any Gentleman wifhed to carry the buiinefs fo far asa 
cenfure againft that Nobleman ; on the contrary, he was fully 
fatisfied that he himfelf was the only object of hoftility. For 
all thefe reafons he fhould moft heartily concur with the 
Noble Lord in voting for the previous queition. 

Mr. Sheridan faid, it was extremely natural for the Right Mr. Sheri- 
Hon. Gentleman, notwithftanding his concern for Lord Ce.” 
teret, to take notice of that part of his Hon. Friend’s fpeech 
firt, which more immediately related tohimfelf. The Right 
Hon. Gentleman had with great apparent firmnefs animadvert- 
ed upon what his Hon. Friend had faid, but the Right Hon. 
Gentleman muft excufe hine if he did not give entire credit to 
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the manner of his anfwer; but on the contrary, took the 
liberty of afferting that the Right Hon. Gentleman did fecl, 
and feverely feel the reprehenfion of his Hon. Friend. With 
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regard to the words which the Right Hon. G ntk man had 
quoted of his Hon. Fricnd’s firit fpeech in that Houafe, the 
Right Hon. Gentleman had not quoted his Hon. I'r.gnd cor- 
rectly ; if he hal done fo, the Houle would have feen that 
his Hon. Friend was by no means chargeab’e with inconfit- 
ency. His Hon. Friend had not profeil.d perfonal refpect to 
the Right Hon. Gentlemin, he had only faid, he gave him 
credit for the goodnefs of his intention in the meafu.cs that he 
brought forward, and thercfore he hoped the Right Hon. Gen- 
tleman would give him credit, when he aflerted that in op- 
pofing the meafure at that time under confideration [the Com- 
mercial Treaty with France] that his motive was an honcit 
one. This was, Mr. Sheridan faid, a true defcription of 
what had then paffed. With regard to any thing his Hon. 
Friend had faid, that might be impropcr, when he confidered 
the talents and the ability that his Hon. Friend had fhewn at 
his onfet and ever fince, though he muft undoubtedly be called 
a young Member, yet he would agree with the Right Hon, 
Gentleman, that fuch a young Member was as little pardon- 
able for any error as the oldeit Member of the Houfe; onthe 
prefent occafion, however, he muft contend that his Hon. 
Friend had not merited the reproof, that the Right Hon. 
Gentleman, the veteran ftatefman of four years experience, the 
Nefior of twenty-five, had been pleafed tobeftowon him. Mir. 
Sheridan having faid this, proceeded to the main queiltion, 
and remindcd the Houfe that he had oppofed the Bill called 
the Office Fee Reform Bill, when originally brought in as 
a Bill of oftentation and parade, rather than a Bill likely to 
prove of folid advantage and utility; and he was now con- 
vinced it had been what he then defcribed it to be, fince it 
appeared from what the Hon. Gentleman near him (Mer. 
Baring] had faid, that the Commjflioners had began at the 
wrong end, and gone in fearch of abufes* where no abufcs 
could have exifted. The lon. Gentleman had faid, the 
Commilhiencrs went fit into the Office of the Old Board of 
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Trade; a pretty curious beginning, to fearch wh.t abufes 
had beeg formerly practiced in an Office that no longer exift- 
ed !— They had next gone into the Secretaries of States Of- 
fices, the offices of all others leaft likely to be pregnant of 
abufe; if there was any abule there, Mr. Sheridan faid, it 
was that the Deputy Secretaries of State, whofe duty was 
arduous and important, were by no means fufficiently paid. 
But it was in vain to fay what the Commiffioners had done 
fince the Hon. Gentleman confeffed himfelf unfit to be a Com- 
miffioner, for he had exprefsly told the Houfe, that it had 
coft him more trouble to write a fingle line of a Report, than 
it would take him to pen an entire Report of the Commiffion- 
ers of Accounts. The Richt Hon. Gentleman's Bul. Wir. 
Sheridan faid, he had never confidered as an exclufion of all 
future enquiry, and yet from the Right Hon. Gentleman’s 
argument of that day, he feemed fo to regard it, for notwith- 
{landing that the facts ftated in the opening of the prefent fub- 
ject by his Hon. Friend had all of them been fubftantiated 
and eftablifhed by evidence, yet the Right Hon. Gentleman 
was for leaving them for the correction of the Commiffioners, 
when they fhould have leifure to attend to them. elt appeared, 
indeed, that the Right Hon. Gentleman had furrendered his 
underftanding when he brought in the Bill, and was deter- 
mined to hear cnly with Mr. Baring’s ears, and to fee with 
the eyes of Sir John Dick. Mr. Sheridan read a claufe from 
the Bill to fhew, that the tranfactions relative to the 350l. 
and the 200l. as well as the affair of the agency to the Helvcet- 
fluys packets, come directly within the meaning of the claufe, 
declaring, that any perfon or perfons guilty of fuch practices 
f{hould be incapable of ferving his Majefty in any civil capa- 
city in future. Ie commented on this with his ufual in- 
senuity, and wifhed Mr. Palmer’s accelerating principles 
could be applied to the Commiffioners under the Office Fee 
Reform Bill, de laring they were not to be accufed of too 
much célerity, but moved as fluwly as the old mail travelled ; 
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after a variety of fhrewd obfervations, he faid he fhould vote 
tor the original Motion. 

Mr. Rolle. Nir. Rolle faid, he had not intended to fay a word ın the 
debate, but the Hon. Gentleman who made the firit AIotion 
had talked of a Noble Lord’s having given the Right Hon. 
Gentleman his fituation, and that he could difmifs him with 
a nod. Such language, Mr. Rolle faid, was neither deccne 
nor refpectful to the Houfe. With regard tothe Right Hon. 
Gentleman coming into office, he could fpeak ; as to his dii- 
miffion, he hoped it would be long enough before he fhould 
be able to fpeak of that. “The Richt Hon. Gentleman had 
come into Office on the voice of the people. He himfeif had 
carried an Adogrefs to the Throne, congratulatory on that 
event, and fimilar Addrefles had been fent up from all parts 
of the kingdom. Mr. Rolle added fome obfervations on the 
conduét of Mr. Fox and other Gentlemen at the time, and 
declared, that as to the abufes in the Report, they appeared 
to him to be too infignificant to require the int .rference of 
that Houfe; the Commiffioners under Mr. Pitt’s Bill were the 
propereft perfons to correct them. With regard to the mif- 
underftandimz between the two Noble Lords, lately at the 
head of the Poft-Office, as far as he underftood the matter, it 
was a contef{t between them, which fhould have the largett 
{hare of the loaves and fifhes. As a proofe-that the Right 
Hon. Gentlemah had done more than make profeflions of 
purity and reform, Mr. Rolle mentioned the faving of Coloncl 
Barre’s penfion to the public, and faid other acts of the famic 
kind had charatterized Mir. Pitts conduét. He recommended 
the abolition of the office cf Joint Poft-mafter General, as one 
perion could, he thought, do all the duty of the office. 

Iir., Mar- Nir. Alartin faid, he was -equally a ftranger to both the 
dä Noble Lords, but the abufes in the Poft Office were fuch as 
called for inmediate remedy; and as an Hon. Gentleman near 

him had faid it would be a confiderab.ce time before the Com- 
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T uefday, “January 23, 1737. 


IS Majefty came in the ufual ftate to the Houfe at three 

o’clock ; and after being feated on theoThrone, with 
the proper Officers of State on each fide, his Majefty was 
pleated to make the following moft gracious fpeech to both 
Houfes of Parliament ; the Speaker, with the Commons, being 
at and below the Bar: 


<< Aly Lords and Gentlemen, 


«< I HAVE particular fatisfaction in acquainting you, that 
fince I] laft met you in Parliament, the tranquillity of Europe 
has remained uninterrupted, and that all foreign*powers con- 
tinue to exprefs their friendly difpofition to this country. 

<< I have concluded a ‘Treaty of Navigation and Commerce 
with the Moft Chriftian King, a copy of which fhall be laid 
before you. I muft recommend it to you to take fuch mea- 
fures as you fhall judge proper for carrying it into effeét; and 
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I truft you will find that the provifions contained in it are cal- 
culated for the encouragement of induftry and the extenfion of 
lawful commerce in both countries, and by promoting æ bene- 
ficial intercourfe between our refpective fubjects, appear likely 
to give additional permanence to the bleffings of peace. I fhall 
keep the fame falutary objects in view in the commercial ar- 
rangements which I am negociating with other powers. 

“<< I have alfo given directions for laying before you a copy of 
a convention agreed upon between me and the Catholic King, 
for carrying into effect the fixth article of the laft treaty of 
peace. 


“<< Gentlemen of the Houfe of Commons, 


«< I have ordered the eftimates for the prefent year to be laid 
before you, and I have the fulleft reliance on your readinefs to 
make due provifion for the feveral branches of the public 
fervice. 

«< ‘The ftate of the revenue will, I am perfuaded, continue 
to engage your conftant attention, as being effentially con- 
nected with the national credit, and the profperity and fafety of 
my dominions. 


“© My Lords and Gentlemen, 


‘ A plan has been formed, by my direction, for tranfport- 
ing a number of convicts, in order to remove the inconvenience 
which arofe from the crowded ftate of the goals in different 
parts of the kingdom; and you will, I doubt not, take fuch 
farther meafures as may be neceflary for this purpofe. 

s I truft you will be able in this Seffion to carry into effect 
regulations for the eafe of the merchants, and for fimplifying 
the public accounts in the various branches of the revenue ; and 
I rely upon the uniform continuance of your exertions in pur- 
fuit of fuch objects as may tend ftill farther to improve the 
national refources, and to promote and confirm the welfare 
and happinefs of my people.” 
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‘The Lord Chancellor then read his Majefty’s Speech; which 
was afterwards read by Ęe Clerk at the table. 

Lord Ro.hbford then rofe, and moved for an humble Addrefs, Lon Roch- 
which was ieconded by Lord Dacre, and being agreed to by Lord Dacre 
the Houfe, a Committee was appointed to draw up the fame, 
which being reported and confented to, 

It was ordered that the Lords, with white ftaves, do wait 
on his Majefty, humbly to know when he will be pleafed to 
receive the fame. 





Luefday, February 13. 
COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES. 


At four o’clock Lord Scarfdale took his feat as Chairman of 
the Committee of Privileges, and having read the Order of the 
Day for the Committee to fit, and the Lords to be fummoned, 

Lord Stormont rofe, and opened to their Lordbhips the fubjeét Lora Stor- 
on which he had given them the trouble of attending; a fubject “°"" 
which, though it lay in a narrow and confined compafs, was, 
in his Lordfhip’s opinion, of infinite importance to the dignity 
of that Houfe, as a Houfe of Peers, and particularly injurious 
to the Peerage peculiar to that part of the kingdom to which he 
properly belonged. “That Houfe, their Lordfhips would be 
pleafed to recolleét, confifted of two different defcriptions of 
men, though equal in rank, and known by the fame denomina- 
tion. One defcription comprehended the majerity of their 
Lordfhips, who fat as hereditary Peers; the other defcription 
included the Sixteen, of which number he had tne h&nour to be 
one, who were elective Peers, and fent there as the Reprefenta- 
tives of the Peerage of Scotland. Antecedent to the Union of 
the two kingdoms, that now conftitute the ifland of Great- 
Britain, their Lordfhips could not have to learn, that Scotland 
had a Parliament of her own, in which the Peers were here-« 
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ditary Peers of Parliament, as well as many of their Lordfhips ; 
but that wile meafure taking place, for wife it undoubtedly 
was, confidcred with regard to the general welfare and good 
government of the united kingdoms, much difficulty occurred 
preceding its final adjuftment, and, among other circum- 
itances of that complexion, by no means the fmalleft, was the 
manner of fettling by what mode of reprefentation the people ot 
Scotland, the Peers as well as the Commoners, fhould hold 
their fhare in the legiflative Government of Great-Britain. 
As every individual could not, for obvious and ftriking reafons, 
take a perfonal part in Parliamentary Councils, a virtual re- 
prefentation was the mode reforted to, as the only practicable 
means of fecurinz the objeét. Virtual reprefentation in the 
Britifh Senate, therefore, was the compenfation given to Scot- 
land for the abolition of her own Parliament; and her nobles 
and natives, with a degree of fortitude that did them honour, 
made a voluntary facrifice of thcir moft valuable privileges to 
the public and general convenience. ‘The fixteen Scotch Peers 
were fent therefore as reprefentatives to Pailiament, but as free 
azcnts, not tied down to their inftructions, as the iv\lembers of 
a Polifh Diet were, and as fome gteat and refpectable men had 
held Britifh Members of Parliament might be; that was a 
doétrine, however, that he denied, and ever muft conteft. 
Having ftated thefe hiftorical facts, and faid bec in fædera 
Scotch Peers came into the Britifh Houfe of Lords, his Lord- 
fhip appealed to the good fenfe and juftice of the Houfe to de- 
cide, whether when that was reftored for which a compenfation 
had been given, tne perfon to whom it was reftored could either 
in right or in reafon hold his fhare of the compenfation? In 
other words, if Peers who had by themfelves, or their anceftors, 
coniented to abandon their hereditary feats in Parliament, and 
fubmitted to become reprcfentative Peers, mcrely elective at 
the option of the majority of the voices of their brother Peers, 
were afterwards honoured through the favour of the Crown, 
with new hercditary ftat», could they, or ought they to con- 
tinue 
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tinue to fit in the double capacity of Peers in their own right, 
and as elective Peers? His Lordfhip ftrongly pointed out the 
neceflary diftinétion between a virtual and an individual repre- 
fentative, and argued that the moment a virtual became an indi- 
vidual Peer, from that moment his funétions as a virtual 
Peer, acting as the reprefentative of others, ceafed. Having 
thus eftablifhed his premifes, his Lordfhip proceeded to ftate the 
cafe to which he meant his reafoning to apply :—Two Peers, 
highly refpectable in character as in rank, who had been elected 
by the Peerage of Scotland as two of the fixteen Peers, their 
reprefentatives in the prefent Parliament, had lately, through 
the gracious favour of his Majefty, been gifted with Englifh 
honours. This inftance of good fortune the Peerage of Scot- 
land were fo far from envying, that they knew the honours to 
be worthily beftowed, and rejoiced at the circumftance ; but as 
the Treaty of Union (and when he called it by that name, he 
did fo, meaning to comprehend the Act paffed in the Parliament 
of Scotland, previous to the paffing of the A& under the fame 
title in England) exprefsly ftipulated, that the Scottifh Peerage 
fhould be reprefented by fixteen Scottifh Peers, chofen by the 
whole of the Peerage of Scotland. He contended, therefore, 
that the Scottifh Peerage had not been virtually and completely 
reprefented from the time that the Englifh honours, to which 
he had alluded, had been beftowed on the two Scotch Peers in 
gueftion. In fupport of his argument, and to prove that his 
reafoning was fair and warranted, Lord Stormont quoted the 
precedent of 1709, when the vote of the Duke of Queenfberry, 
who had been created Duke of Dover, and had, neverthelefs, 
given his fuffrage at the election of the fixteen Peers to reprefent 
Scotland, was, by arefolution of the Houfe, fet afide, and de- 
clared to be null and void. His Lordfhip dwelt upon this cafe 
for fome minutes, and afcertained its analogy to the cafe that 
he had juft ftated. If the Duke of Queenfberry’s fitting in that 
Houfe, as an Englifh Peer, vitiated his vote as an elec?or of the 
Scotch Peers, he contended, a fortiori, that an Enplifh Peer, 
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or as it now more properly was termed, a Britifh Peer, couts 
not fit as one of the e/eé?ed.—He put this into various points o 
view, and reminded their Lordfhips, that fince the Unies tice 
Britifh Peerage had increafed fo much, that the number ct fn- 
teen reprefentative Peers for Scotland, bore no fort oi pri por- 
tion to the comparative ftate of the Peerage of the two king- 
doms, when the Articles of Union were adjufted, but upon 
that circumftance he meant not to Jay any ftrefs; the Scotch 
Peerage had no right to demand more than fixteen reprefenta- 
tives; they urged no fuch claim. Toa full and complete re- 
prefentation,.as fixed at the Union, they had an undoubted 
claim ; and in making that claim, he trufted to their Lordfhips 
liberal fupport. In the courfe of his fpeech, Lord Stormont 
faid, better had it been that the Peers of Scotland had parted 
with half their fertunes, than confented to give up their here- 
ditary right to feats in Parliament; for little, faid his Lordfhip, 
does that man deferve either fame or fortune, who does not 
prize an hereditary feat in the Parliament of a country governed 
under a free conftitution beyond all wealth! As an argument 
which, he faid, he was perfuaded could not but weigh with their 
Lordfhips, he bid them remember, that when the Treaty of 
Union was fettled, one of the contracting parties unavoidably 
laid down tne power of remedying any overfight or defect that 
might in future appear to have efcaped in the Treaty, and 
trufted to the good faith and honour of the other contracting 
party to make good all thofe deficiencies, that from their na- 
tuye fhould appear to be fuch as neceflarily required correction, 
and the correction of which would undoubtedly have been 
ftipulated for, could the poffibility of their exiftence have been 
forefeen when the ‘I reaty was in agitation. After {tating the 
cafe of the Duke of Athol, his noble relation, about the year 
1737, and emphatically calling upon the Houfe to recolle& 
that they had in their hands the caufe aE a deícription of men 
equal in ranx with themfelyes, who had facrificed to the public 
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convenience, what they could not have parted with without'the 
bittereft pang, his Lordfhip concluded with moving, 

‘© "Phat it is the opinion of this Committee, that the Earl of 
Abercorn, who was chofen to be of the number of fixteen 
Peers, who, by the Treaty of Union, are to reprefent the 
Peerage of Scotland in Parliament, having beencreated Vifcount 
HamiJton, by Letters Patent, under the Great Seal of Great- 
Britain, doth thereby ceafe to fit in this Houfe as a Reprefenta- 
tive of the Peerage of Scotland.” 

‘The Bifhop of Landaff rofe as foon as the Motion was read, Bithop of 
and declared, that had the Queftion appeared to him to have Landaf. 
been a Queftion of nice legal difcuffion, he would not have pre - 
fumed to have troubled their Lordfhips with any fentiments that 
he might entertain refpeGing it, fince no man knew lefs of the 
law and its diftinétions than he could pretend todo, but he was 
fuficiently acquainted with the hiftory of the tranfactions on 
which the prefent Queftion was grounded, to be {fatisfied that 
a moderate portion of plain common fenfe was equal to its com- 
prehenfion. After a preface fomewhat to this purport, his 
Lordfhip faid, he imagined there could fcarcely be two opinions 
on the Motion; it was clear, from the Noble Vifcount’s ac- 
curate and perfpicuous reafoning, that his Majefty had been 
gracioufly pleafed to beftow Englifh honours upon two Scotch 
Peers. That he conceived to be an infraction of the Treaty of 
Union ; but then it was an infraction on the part of England, 
as the honours conferred were Englifh, Scotland confequently 
could not find fault, nor did be mean to complain. On the 
contrary, he thought it extremely proper that his Majefty, the 
fource and fountain of favour and of diftinétion, fhould have 
the power of calling up to that Houfe, men of large property 
and eftate, men who had diftinguifhed themfelves in the pro- 
feflon of the law, the armf, and the navy, men whofe public 
fervices in the other Houfe of Parliament intitled them to 
honours and rewards, and more efpecially Peers of Scotland, 
defcended moft of them from old and noble families, who, con- 
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fequently, could add the luftre of anceftry to their other eminent 
qualifications ; for whatever might be faid of anceftry, his 
Lordfhip afferted that no man defpited it, but he who had’ none 
to value himfelf upon, and no man made it his pride, but he 
who had nothing better to boaft of. On the prefent occafion, 
he congratulated their Lordfhips on the acceffion to the Britifh 
Peerage of two Noble Lords, not more dignified by birth, than 
by their character and their merit. With regard to the dil- 
tinction fo forcibly drawn by the Noble Vifcount between in- 
dividual and virtual reprefentation, it was a difcrimination 
almoft too evident to require further elucidation ; but if it were 
fuppofed that a Member of the other Houfe was called up by 
Patent to a feat among their Lordfhips, and was to infift never- 
thelefs upon keeping his feat as a reprefentative of the people at 
the fame time, a ftronger inftance of the truth of the argument, 


_and of the abfurdity of the fa&t it refted on, couid fcarcely be 


given; but as extreme cafes fometimes removed all doubt, his 
Lordfhip faid he would put one. Suppofe when the A& of 
Union firft paffed, the Queen had chofen immediately after- 
wards to create the whole of the fixteen Scotch Peers Britith 
Dukes, was there one of their Lardfhips who would not in that 


cafe have agreed, that the Peerage of Scotland had a right to 


complain, that their reprefentatives had betrayed their truft, 
and bartered their Scottifh titles for Englifh h6nours? So ex- 
treme a cafe undoubtedly was not very likely to happen, but it 
put the Queftion in fo forcible alight, that after having fo ftated 
it hypothetically, he trufted their Lordfhips would with him 
concur with the Motion, and that the proper forms would in 
confequence be forthwith complied with, that were neceflary to 
be reforted ta previous to the Peerage of Scotland procceding 
to an election of two new reprefentatives in the room of the 
Earl of Abercorn, now Lord Viicount Hamilton, and the 
Duke of Queenfberry, now Earl Douglas. 

The Earl of Moreton faid, notwithftanding the great abilities 
and authority of the Noble Vifcount, and the lea:ned Prelate, 
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he thought it his duty to declare, that when he firft heard-of 
the propofition, his mind revolted at it, and the more he endea- 
voured Sto inveftigate the Queition, and afcertain its precife 
tendency, the more he was confirmed in his fir{t opinion, and 
the lefs inclined he found himfelf to give way or abandon the 
judgment he had, on what he conceived to be good grounds, 
adopted. His Lordfhip proceeded to ftate his conftruction of 
that fection of the Aé&t of Union that refers to the cafe, and 
contended, that unlefs they were rendered legally incapable of 
reprefenting the Scotch Peerage during any part of a Seffion, 
they were, by their conftitution, elected to ferve the whole 
Seffion out, till the Parliament either naturally expired or was 
diffolved. 

The Earl of Fauconberg ftrenuoufly fupported the Motion, Earlof Fau- 
affigning his reafons for thinking their Lordfhips bound in juf- °°""*"* 
tice to declare two vacancies in the number of Reprefentative 
Peers for Scotland. His Lordfhip read part of the ftatute of 
Union, andecommented upon it with great appofitenefs. He 
concluded with declaring, that he thought this country in- 
debted to Scotland, and he heartily wifhed he could fay as 
much of another part of the Britifh dominions. 

The Earl of Hopetoun went through the hiftofy of the Par- Earl of 
liamentary tranfactions at forming the Treaty of Union, and Pte 
{tated the reafons why the acts were left as they were. 

The Lord Chancellor contended againft the Motion, as going Lord Thur- 
upon a principle not recognized by the Treaty of Union. His™™ 
Lordfhip folemnly conjured their Lordfhips to confider how 
much their dignity, their honour, and their character Were 
concerned in keeping their tribunal pure, untainted, and un- 
fufpected. He pointed out to them the humiliating degradation 
that muft enevitably enfue, if they deviated from the {trict line 
of their duty in the delivery of a decifion in a cafe, which, 
though of great weight and importance, was neverthelefs con- 
nected with future elections, by recalling to their minds the 
degree of ranknefs and corruption that the tribunal of another 
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place had arrived at, in determining cafes of election, infumuch, 
that it had been at laft found abfolutely neceflary to take the 
jurifdiction out of their hands, to conititute a new Court, and 
to veit all the neceflary powers in the hands of that Court. He 
fpoke in terms of praife of the unimpeached rectitude of the 
proceedings of the new Court to which he alluded, and of the 
juftice of their decifions in gencral, He told their Lordfhips 
they were not to liften to arguments grounded on fuppofed or 
real inconvenience to this or that fet of men ; nor were they 
entitled to confider what an Actof Parliament fhould have been, 
but whatit was. “They were bound to abide by it, and to com- 
ply with its letter. His Lordfhip reprehended Lord Stormont 
for ufing the fort of argument that he had introduced his Mo- 
tion with, and flightly animadverted on the Bifhop of Landaff’s 
fpeech, declaring, that the learned Bifhop fhould have taken 
care to have read the Articles of the Treaty of Union, before 
he had ventured to let loofe his opinions upon the fubject. He 
infifted upon it, that the giving an Englifh titlecto a Scotch 
Peer could not take away or diminifh any one function previ- 
oufly poffeffed by a Scotch Peer, and that he was as fully capa- 
citated to continue the Reprefentative of Scotland after receiving 
an Engelif honour, as before. He inftanced the cafe of the 
Duke of Richmond, who, as Duke of Lennox, was intitled to 
and enjoyed all the privileges of a Scotch Duke. He ftated the 
facts that diftinguifhed the paffing of the Act (prefatory to the 
Aét of Union) that pafl.d in Scotland, and after defcribing the 
various circumftances of the whole tranfaction, fummed upa 
long argument, with laying down certain legal premifes, which 
he challenged any Noble Lord to conteft with him. The drift 
of his Lordfhip’s argument was, that as the Acts, conftituting 
what is generally termed the Treaty of Union, ftand, nothing 
fhort of a legal incapacity, (whfch letters patent creating a 
Scotch Lord an Englifh Peer, he contended was not) can put any 
of the fixteen Scotch Peers out of the fituation of Reprefenta- 
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tive Peers, till the Seffion of Parliament has either expired or 
is diflolved. 

Lom Loughborough faid, from the word tribunal, and the tordl ov h- 
manner in which the Noble Lord had prefaced his fpeech, he ene 
had been inclined to imagine he had miftaken the queftion be- 
fore the Houfe, and that it wasa judicial, inftead of a political 
and parliamentary proceeding. Under this impulfe, he had 
looked to the table, to fee if any petition had becn prefented, 
and turned his eyes to the Bar, to obferve if the Counfel and 
Agents were there. Nothing could be more diftant in its na- 
ture from a judicial proceeding, his Lordfhip faid, than that 
under confideration ; not that he had any the {malleft objection 
to having it judicially treated, if the Noble and Learned Lord 
thought proper. All he defired was, that a clear, unembar- 
raffled, fimple, obvious propofition, to which the minds of 
every order of men were fully competent to comprehend and to 
decide, fhould not be wrapped up and difguifed from their 
Lordfhips view, by the mode of treating it. His Noble Friend, 
the Noble Vifcount near him, diftinétly told their Lordfhips 
what the cafe was that was fubmitted to their judgment and 
their juftice; the learned Prelate oppofite to him, and the 
Noble Earl near him, had alfo fully explained it. Let thofe 
explanations be confidered, and let the true fpirit of the Treaty 
of Union be applied to it, and there was not one of their Lord- 
fhips, who, he conceived, could hefitate a moment what part 
to take. Let them afk themfelves, what poffible injury they 
could do by voting for the Motion ? Would they dimin.fh any 
Noble Lord’s rank, curtail his powers, or, in any one fhape 
whatever, trench upon his privileges? On the other hand, 
what unneceffary injuftice would they not commit, if they 
decided againft the motion? Did the Treaty of Union, or did 
it not, clearly, explicitly, and undeniably, intend that Scot- 
land fhould fend fixteen Peers, as the Reprefentatives of her 
Peerage, to the Houfe of Lords? He ever would maintain, 
that the intention and {pirit of every ftatute, the penal ftatutes 
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2long excepted, were to be looked to for the conftruction. In 
penal ftatutes, the ftriét letter of the A& muft be followed ; 
but in a cafe like the piefent, the intention and fpirit #@ the 
‘Treaty of Union were to be taken, as the beft guide to the 
right conftruction. His Lordfhip entered into a very long 
definition of the ftatutes alluded to,—mentioned what the pe- 
culiar election principle of the law of election in Scotland was, 
-——combated the Lord Chancellor’s legal arguments,—expa- 
tiated at confiderable length on the cafe of the Duke of Dover, 
the Duke of Athol, &c.—and anfwered what the Lord Chan- 
cellor had faid refpecting the Duke of Richmond, and the 
rights his title of Duke of Lenox entitled him to as a Scotch 
Peer, Ae. &c. 
Lord Thur- {he Lord Chancellor rofe again, and after repeating his 
low. principal legal pofition relative to the Treaty of Union, de- 
fired the Noble and Learned Lord to meet him upon the ground 
he had mentioned. 
The queftion being much called for, Lord Scarfddle put it, 


when the 
Contents were - - 52 
Not Contents = - 38 
Lord Stor- As foon as theCommittce was refumed, Lord Stormont made 
ERORE his fecond Motion, as follows: 


« That it is tLe opinion of this Committee, that the Duke 
of Queenfberry, who was chofen to be of the number of Six- 
teen Peers, who, by the Treaty of Union, are to reprefent 
the Peerage of Scotland in Parliament, having been created 
Earl Douglas, by letters patent under the great {feal of Great- 
Britain, doth thereby ceafe to fit in this Houfe asa Reprefen- 
tative of the Peerage of Scotland.” 

This queftion was carried without a divifion. 
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Fi iday, February 22. 


CONFERENCE ON THE COMMERCIAL | REALLY. 


A mefiage was brought from the Commons by Mr. Gren- 
ville, acquainting the Houfe, that the Commons defired a con- 
ference with their Lordfhips. A conference was accordingly 
had, and the Lord Prefident appointed as Manager for their 
Lordfhips. After a fhort time, their Lordfhips rcturned to 
the Houfe, when the Lord Prefident delivered in at the table 
feveral Refolutions come to by the Houfe òf Commons, rela- 
tive to the Commercial Treaty with France, and likewife an 
humble Addrefs to his Majelty. The Refolutions were read 
by the Clerk. 

As foon as the Addrefs and Refolutioms had been read at 
the table, 

Lord Stormont came forward, and faid, he thought it due to Lord Stor- 
the refpe&t he owed their Lordfhips, to take the earlieft oppor- 7°" 
tunity of informing the Houfe, that he fhould have occafion 
to defire their Lordfhips attention to his ftatement of feveral 
objections that prefented themfeives to his mind, with regard 
to a fingle point refpecting the prefent bufinefs, viz. the mode 
of their proceeding upon the Refolutions, and the Addrefs that 
had juft been read. He meant not to enter into argument upon 
the fubject then, nor to take up more than a fincle moment of 
their Lordfhips time: all he wifmed to imprefs upon their 
minds was, that as the objections he fhould have to offer re- 
ferred to the mode of proceeding in the bufmefs, what he had 
to fay in that refpect muít neceffarily precede their entering 
upon the Refolutions and Addrefs of the Houfe of Commons. 
His Lordfhip added, that it was indifferent to him whether his 
objections co the mode of proceeding were heard on one day or 
another, provided the ftatement of them was permitted to pre- 
cede the confideration of the Refulutions and Addrefs, 
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The Marquis of Buckingham afterwards moved, ‘* That the 
faid Refolutions and Addrefs be taken into confideration ina 
Committee of the whole Houfe on the following I hunday.” 
He afterwards moved, ** That the Houfe be fummoned for 
that day, and that the Refolutions, Addrefs, and all other 
papers relative to that Treaty, be referred to the faid Com- 
mittee.” 

As foon as the Motion for the Houfe to refolve itfelf into a 
Committe, for the purpofe of taking into their confideration 
the Refolutions and humble Addrefs, had been ftated from the 
W oolfack, 

Lord Stormont rofe again, merely, as he faid, to repeat to 
their Lordfhips, that the objection he had to ftate, in regard 
to the mode of proceeding proper to be adopted, muft neceffa- 
rily precede any other ftep in the bufinefs ; and, as he faw no 
objection to ftating them on ‘I hurfday next, he would take 
that opportunity, but hoped it was underftood that the ftate- 
ment of his objections to the mode of proceeding, was to pre- 
cede their Lordfhips going into a Committee. 

The Marquis of Buckingham faid, he faw not the leaft pof- 
fible objection to the Noble Vifcount’s propofal. 

The Queftion was then put, and agreed to. 





Wednefday, February 28. 


NEGOCIATION WITH PrPoRT UG: AL. 


The Duke of Norfo’k rofe, and faid, he was extremely glad 
that the bufifiefs to which he meant to call the attention of 
their Lordfhips was concentered in a fingle point, and confe- 
quently he fhould have occafion to give their Lordfhips the lefs 
trouble. His Grace then proceeded to ftate the great advan- 
ages this country had derived frem her commercial connexion 
with Portugal, under the Mcthuen Treaty, and faid, before 
6 we 
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we entered into new engagements with France, the natural 
rival of this country in commerce as in power, It behoved us 
to takexcare and fecure, beyond all rifque, our old cuftomer 
and ally, the kingdom of Portugal. He enter d intoa difcul- 
fon of the account of our exports and imports to and from 
Portugal, as given in a printed paper on the table, and faid to 
have been made up by the Factory at Lifbon and Oporto. He 
declared the paper to be the moft incorreét document that he 
ever knew fubmitted to Parliament, and intimated his fufpi- 
cions, that it was defigned fur the purpofe of depreciating the 
value of our trade with Portugal. He examined it article by 
article, afflerted that it was erroneoufly cait up to the amount 
of 26,0001. and contended, that the balance of our trade with 
Portugal, in our favour, was {tated 2t about 240,000]. when 
in faét ıt amounted to upwards of 400,000]. In order to make 
out this, his Grace reafoned upan each of the items, and 
pointed out the particulars in which he thought them erro- 
neous. Hedcftated our export trade to amount to more than a 
million a year, and faid, the articles were woollen cloths, and 
150,000]. worth of falt ffh, the mere carriage of which from 
Newfoundland occupied fixty veffels.—-On the other hand, 
he expatiated on the ufefulnefs of our import articles from 
Portugal, moft of which were indifpenfibly neceflary for our 
own manufatures. He inftanced the Brazil cotton, the falt 
to manufacture our Newfoundland fifh with, the oil to 
drefs our cloths with, and other articles equally neceflary for 
our manufactures. After much obfervation and argument on 
thefe points, his Grace faid, if the import of, Brazil cotton 
made a balance againft us of 100,000]. a year, he fhould be 
glad to find we had fuch a fource of raw materials for our very 
valuable cotton manufacture. His Grace ftated, that cotton 
that coit us 3s. and 3s. 6d. a pound in Portugal, fold here as 
high as 3). and 41l. per pound. He declared, the Motion he 
meant to offer, in his mind, would prove equally datisfactory 
to the friends of Miniftcrs, as to thole in oppofition ; and as 

he 
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he did not with to irritate or beget dejecti n in the mind of 
the former, he would not impute blame to Almini‘trat on, 
though he really thought the Negociation with Portu ıl ought 
to have been completcd, before the Treaty with Fra ceh d 
been concluded. “The Duke at length drew bi ip h toa 
clofe, and finifhed with reading the two foilowing motie ns, 
the firft of which he afterwards made recularly. 
<< That the Treaty made in 1703, betwecn the Crowns of 
Great-Britain and Portugal, called the Methucn ‘Treaty, isa 
perpetual fubfifting Treaty, and has invariably been found 
productive of various benefits to the commerce of the two 
kingdoms.”’ 
<< ‘That it is highly expedient, that any difference that may 

have arifen upon the conftruction of the faid Treaty, b ami- 
cably adjufted, and fuch further arrangements adapted as may 
effectually fecure the uninterrupted continuation thereof, be- 
fore we proceed to the confirmation of the Treaty now de- 
pending with France.” 

Marquis of The Marquis of Buckingham declared he fhould oppose the 

ee Motion, but he would not do it without afligniog his reafons, 
and he muft neceffarily go more into the detail of the trade of 
this country with Portugal, than the Noble Duke had done. 
The Marquis then traced the connection between the two 
countries, and between Great-Britain and F rance, from the 
year 1640, in Charles the Firtt’s time, down to the prefent 
æra, marking and noting all the hiftorical faéts, fuch as Oliver 
Cromwell’s Treaty, the wicked policy of Charles the Second’s 
Minifters, the Treaties of James the Second, the condu& of 
William and Mary, the prohibition of our woollens on the 
part of the Court of Portugal, the effect it had upon Our ex- 
portation, the formation of the Methuen Treaty, the confe- 
quences that had refulted from ït, the inftances in which Por- 
tugal had broke her faith with us, as pledged by the Treaty 
in the year 1703, and the ground on which we had lately ne- 
gociated with hee through Mr. Falkener. The Marquis ftated 
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the terms of the Methuen Treaty, and the opinions that the 
greateft and moft able writers on the fubjeé&t had maintained in 
the year «713, when its merits and its conftruction were fo 
deeply the fubjeét of public and of parliamentary difcuffion. 
The general opinion, and that which had the greateft number 
of followers, he faid, was, that the Treaty bound Portugal, 
but that it was optional on the part of this country to obferve 
and adhere to it or not, as we thought proper. He faid, the 
woollens we exported to Portugal, though an object of im- 
portance, compared to the general export of Britifh woollen, 
amounted to a mere trifle. According tothe Methuen Treaty, 
Britifh woollens had been ftipulated to be imported into Por- 
tugal from this country on low and advantageous duties, but 
Portugal had fince, in direct violation of the Methuen Treaty, 
impofed various duties upon them. She had laid on one duty 
under pretence of building aCuftom-houfe at Lifbon, and that 
Cuftom-houfe having been fince confumed by fire, and rebuilt, 
the duty ftill went on, though it had been rebuilt the fecond 
time, more than fourteen years ago.—Portugal had impofed 
another duty on the Britifh imports into that kingdom, on 
account of the erection of another Cuftom-houfe in another 
place, and fhe had lately formed a new Book of Rates, in 
which, under different pretences, additional duties were im- 
pofed upon our woollens and other articles.— The Marquis 
followed the Duke of Norfolk through his examen of the 
paper on thetable, and controverted the Noble Duke’s line of 
argument refpecting its terms. He contended that it was a 
fair paper, and that the Factory could have no ingereft in mif- 
leading. He laid out of the ftatement all the amount of the 
trade of Ireland, and very confiderably reduced the faze of the 
balance in favour of this country. He fpoke of the fallacy of 
Cuftom-houfe books in general, arguing that the entries were 
fometimes, through the vanity of the exporter, aggravated and 
exaggerated on the one hand, and the amount concealed on 
the goods arrival at Portugal, on the other. He reafoned 
C upon 
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upon this for fome time, and after an infinite varicty of re- 
marks, all manifcfting a fimilar knowledge of the fubject, the 
Marquis faid, he muft refufe his affent toa Motion, ' words 
of which, in his mind, were inapplicable, wiz. the denomi- 
nating the exifting Treaty a permanent and perpetual ‘Ireaty. 

Duke of The Duke of Norfolk faid, he had no objection to leave out 

Norfolke +, ofe words, if that would induce the Noble Marquis to fup- 
port his Motion. 

ea ag The Marquis of Buckingham declared, that no alteration 

ham. cou!d induce him to give his confent toa Motion that appeared 
to him to be more likely to embarrafs Government, and pro- 
craftinate the event of the pending Negociation, than to ac- 
celerate it. 

Bithop of The Bifhop of Llandaff came forward, as foon as the Mar- 

pcs quis of Buckingham fat down, and faid, he would enter more 
at large upon the fubjeét than the Noble Duke had done, fince 
it was only fram taking a comprehenfive view of it that their 
Lordf&¥ips could expe& to arrive at a fair and Roneft conclu- 
fion.—Hisdordfhip declared, he muft difapprove of the I reaty 
with France, and when he did fo, his conduc was governed 
by no party motivcs, or motives of difrefpect to Minifters, or 
their friends ; on the contrary, if perfonal attachment, and 
regard for individuals or their connexions, could have induced 
him to have fupported it, he had every reafon of that fort to 
prejudice him in its favour, but his mind went againft it, and 
he could not; his judgment condemned it, and he would not. 
His Lordfhip then proceeded to ftate to their Lordfhips his 
reafons for difapproving of the Commercial Treaty with 
France, and wifhing the trade and commerce of the country 
to remain as it ftood at prefent. “To the extenfion of our 
commerce, he faid, was owing not only the greatnefs and the 
glory of this country, but her exiftence as a people amcng the 
mations of the earth. He wou!'d not deny that a change of 
circumftances might make a change of our commercial fy {tem 
justifiable and expedient, but the change of circumftances 
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ought to be made clearly appear. What was there in the 
fituation of this country, different from its fituation with refpeét 
to France in the year 1713, that made a Treaty with France 
more advifable now, than our anceftors had thought it at that 
period? In order to fhew their Lordfhips that a change of 
commercial fyftem could not¢be adopted, without hazarding 
the rifque of the moft effential prefent benefits for the mere 
chance of larger fpeculative advantages, the Bifhop entered 
into a fummary hiftory of the ftate of the trade of this country 
for many years paft; and the moft profperous period of our 
trade he conceived to be about the year 1757, when the ba- 
lance in favour of the trade of this country amounted to the 
enormous fum of upwards of five millions and a half a year. 
He faid, he would not detain their Lordthips with entering 
into a feries of calculations, but would ftate to them the re- 
fults of calculations, and reafon from thofe refults. It ap- 
peared, that the average balance of our trade, for a number of 
years, amoufited to four millions a year, and in that fetal he 
included the balance of our trade with Hollands which was 
upwards of eleven hundred thoufand pounds; the balance of 
our trade with Germany, feven hundred thoufand pofinds; the 
balance of our trade withF landers, fix hundred thoufand pounds; 
the balance of our trade with Portugal, four hundred thoufand 
pounds; the balance of our trade with Spain, four hundred 
thoufand pounds ; the balance of our trade with America, five 
hundred thoufand pounds; the balance of our trade with Ire- 
land, above a million; befides the balance of our trade with 
feveral other places, of which he would not reckon, but fet 
their amount againft the lofs upon our trade with Ruffia, Swe- 
den, Norway, and in fact all the Northern Powers, the trade 
with whom, though he called it a lofs, was really far from 
being fo, as we took ‘from thofe countries, iron, hemp, tar, 
and a great variety of valuable raw materials, effentially ufeful, 
and indeed indifpenfibly neceffary to the operation Of our own 
manufactures. He faid, he would not take Africa into the 
account, as our trade with that quarter of the globe was not 
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reconcileable to humanity, and could not be juftifed on any 
principle of expediency or political necefflity. His Lordfhip 
laid confiderable ftrefs on the mutual advantage of an alliance 
between Great-Britain and Holland. He faid, the reciprocal 
benefits were fo obvious, that Holland muft be Joft to all fenfe 
of her own real interefts, if fhe did not fee the actual neceflity 
of returning to her old conneétion, and that it was the duty of 
our Minifters to exert their utmoft endeavours to reftore that 
connection as early as poflible. If Holland, torn by inteftine 
divifioris, and agitated by domeflic factions, were madly to 
throw herfelf into the arms of France, and France was, in 
confequence, to pofiefs herfelf of the marine of Holland, this 
country was from that moment undone; and not merely with 
regard to our commerce, but what was tranf{cendently above 
all price, we fhould no longer continue a free people. His 
Lordfhip remarked, that our anceftors had pronounced ex- 
prefsly againf{t a commercial connexion with France, fince the 
preamble of the Act, putting an end to the cemmerce with 
France in the laft century, declared, that it had been found, by 
experience, that an open trade with France was detrimental and 
injurious to the monufadciures of this country; as therefore he had 
always undefitocd that the fenfe and meaning of every At of 
Parliament was to be found in the preamble, he was warranted 
in maintaining, that experience was againft the Treaty with 
France; and as aview of future profpects, when illumined by 
paft experience, was what every wife man muft confider as 
affording an infallible guide to human reafon, it would be 
madnefs, were their Lordfhips, with fuch ftrong evidence of 
the danger before them, to facrifice their prefent actually be- 
neficial commercial connexions, for uncertain, vifionary, and 
{peculative advantages, artfully held out to them by a rival, 
who had ruined the conftitutiof# of almoft every country with 
which fhe had been connected by a commercial treaty. He 
farther obferved, that, whenever this country had entered into 
a commercial connexion with France, her trade languifhed, 
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and the balance in her favour funk to nothing; and as foon as 
fhe put an end to that connexion, her commerce again became 
flourifhigg, and the balance in her favour rofe with rapidity. 
He would not, he faid, contend, that to our connexion with 
France our lofs of trade was imputable, becaufe he knew it 
was poffible for two fimultaneous circumftances to exift at the 
fame time, withoug a neceflary connexion with each other ; 
but to men of plain underftandings it would appear, that there 
was fomething fo like what was denominatcd caufe and effed? in 
this, that they would, in all probability, fet it down as fuch. 
The Bifhop added a variety of cogent arguments in proof of 
his pofition, that there was much greater reafon to dread the 
confequences of a Commercial Treaty with France, than to 
defire it. 


The Earl of Hopetoun expreffed his approbation of the Com- Ea |! of 
mercial Treaty. His Lordfhip faid, he had locked upon the ~°?*°"™ 


table, to fee the petitions of the Portugal Merchants, and of 
the Britifh Manufacturers, againft the ‘Treaty, but he could 
find none, which he took to be an infallible proof that they 
dreaded no danger from the Treaty or its confequences. His 
Lordfhip added other reafons for oppofing the Motion. 


The Duke of Manchefter rofe to exculpate himfelf from a Duke of 


charge that he faid he underftood had been imputed to him in 
another place, viz. that in negociating the Definitive Treaty 
of Peace at Paris, in 1783, he had bound this country to the 
obligation of making a Commercial Treaty with France. His 
Grace produced the Treaty, and fully juftified himfelf from 
the imputation, by a difcuffion of the 18th Asticle, and the 
Declaration fubjoined to the Treaty. He took notice of an 
inaccuracy in the tranflation of the verb pour travailler, which, 
in the Englifh verfion of the 18th Article, is rendered to treat, 
and, in the verfion of the 8th Article of the Preliminary 
Treaty, to enguire into. This incorrectnefs, his Grace fuid, 
was an additional proof of the difadvantage, he had ever con- 
tended, it was for this country to make a Treaty in any lan- 
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guage but her own. After the Duke had fully fhewn, that 
though he had been the peace-maker, he had in 10 fenfe 
bound down the country to make a Commercial Trey with 
France, but merely to treat upon the fubject, he procecded 
to ftate his objection to the Commercial Treaty on the ground 
of its endangering the lofs of Portugal, for he contended that 
with her Commerce, we fhould lofe her alliince. He alfo 
condemned the Treaty on a ftill more ferious ground, in- 
afmuch as it revived and admitted the exiftence of the Family 
Compaét, which had never been allowed, and which by the 
fecond Article of the Treaty of Paris, 1763, had been virtually 
done away. 
i Car- The Earl of Carlifle fupported the argument in favour of 
the Motion, and very ftrenuoufly condemned the Commercial 
Treaty, as tending to deftroy our beneficial connexion with 
Portugal. His Lordfhip ftated that advantage Mr. Eden 
would have treated under, had Great-Britain either previ- 
eufly concluded her negociation with Portugal; or broken 
with her entirely. In the latter cafe, the Negociator might 
have faid, ** I come to you with an additional benefit, you 
muft grant Great-Britain an equivalent equal to its value:” 
As the matter ftood, we had run the rifque of making up our 
differences with Portugal, or fuffering the advantage of an 
unrivalled market to fall into the lap of France, without en- 
titling ourfelves to afk for any compenfation whatever. 
Lord Port- Lord Portcheffer faid, the Noble Earl had foreftalled him as 
=— to one of the points of objeétion that he entertained with re- 
gard to the moge of conduét purfued by Adminiftration in re- 
fpect to their negociation with the two Powers of France and 
Portugal. Nothing could, in his mind, be more obvious 
than that they ought at all events to have brought matters toa 
termination with Portugal before they figned with France; 
from not having done fo, they had put themfelves into a moft 
fingularly &wkward predicament. They had referved a right 
to do a favour to Portugal, which, if Portugal did not ac- 
cept, 
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cept, we could not offer to any other power, and all the gaod 
co: fequences of Portugal refufing it, would be fo much gain 
to France. When we tieated with I rance, we could only 
offer he an uncqGal market; a markct in which her wines 
were to meet a competitor. “Treating upon fuch terms, we 
could only expect terms from Frarce proportionably benefi-~ 
cial, and having concluded the Treaty under fuch circum- 
ftances, we had left oui felves expofed to the danger of Portu- 
gal’s refufal to accommodate with us, and then what became 
of our referve? His Lordfhip contended, that by fuch con- 
duét we had put it in the power of France to buy the unrival- 
led and open Britifh market of Portuzal, and not of our- 
felves. He faid, report talked already gf France’s being in 
negociation with the Court of Lifbon, and fpoke of the in- 
convenience her taking the Brazil Cotton from Portugal, 
would bring down on our boafted Cotton Manufacture. 

Lord Stormont followed, and fupported the Motion, and Lord Store 
objected to „the mode of proceeding that Government had ™°"** 
adopted. His Lordfhip afked if it was determined to give up 
the valuable trade of Portugal? If it were, why not tell the 
Wosllen Manufacturer of Yorkfhire, that he was not to cx- 
peét any more of his Woollens would go to tke Portugueze 
market? That would be fair, and it would be plain-dealing. 
He faid, it fell to his lot that day, in commen with the No- 
ble Lords who had preceded him, to ftand up in defence of 
fome old antiquated notions, which he had early .imbibed, 
and in entertaining of which he verily believed he fhould die. 
He then went through all the train of arguments in favour of 
a commercial connexion with Portugal, in preference to a 
commercial connexion with France. He faid, the papers up- 
on the table gave but an imperfect light into the Methuen 
Treaty and its advantages, that confequently thcir Lordfhips 
could form but an inadequate idea of either. He had feen 
papers himfclf, which had he known how to haye defcribed, 
fo as to have brought them before that Hou'e, would have 
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thrown a confiderable degree of illuftration on the fubyect. 
He knew that fince the year 1703, Our expo ts to Portugal 
had amounted to eighty millions, and our imports to forty, 
confequently the balance in our favour had been erformous. 
Minifters feemed determined that the advantage fhould ceafe ; 
in that cafe, where would th y direct o r manufactures to be 
fent that no longer would go to Portugal? If it was faid, 
Spain would take them, were they prepared to declare that the 
Treaty with Spain was ¢oncluded, and that fhe was r ady to 
open her arms ta us, and to take our exports of woollens, of 
falt fifth, of hardware, and of various other articles? He went 
at large into the argument broached by Mr. Fox in the Hou fe 
of C mmons, that in the 7th Article of the Treaty, France 
had artfully drawn us in to recognize the 24th Article of the 
Definitive Treaty, which by the 2d Article of the Treaty of 
Paris 1763, we had forced her to difavow. He read the 24th 
and 25th Articles of the Family Compact, and contended, 
that by recognizing the firft, we had given life to the fpirit of 
the 2d of the two Articles. He expatiated on the different 
nature of our referve in favour of Portugal, ‘and France's re- 
ferve in favour af Spain, and fhewed, (as Lord Carlifle had 
done before higm,) that France had made it on condition with 
us, that if we kept our faith with an old Ally, fhe fhould be 
allowed to put an Article of the Family Compact in force that 
had never before been recognized by us. After a great variety 
of pointed arguments on that head, and a long difcuffion of 
the nature of the 8th and goth Articles of the Treaty of 
7Jtrecht, his Lordfhip appealed to the gratitude of the country 
towards Portugal, and drew the following picture: During 
the glorious war that preceded the peace of Paris 174g, 
France, he faid, had taken a refolution, which noman, who 
walked the ftreets of Paris did nat condemn, of forcing Por- 
tugal to defert her old ally, and join the Family Compact ; 
what was on that occafion the conduct of the King of Portu- 
gal? fuch as would have done honour to any country in any 
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age. That Monarch faid, he had rather fuffer the roof to be 
torn off bis Palace, than adc? fo d'fgraceful a part as to take up 
arms againf? his old ally. He begged their Lordfhips would 
permit him to prefent them with a contraft to that picture. 
In the midft of peace with Great-Britain, France, who till 
after the battle of Brandy Wine, had held the moft courtly 
language, and dealt in the moft profufe affurances of amity 
and regard to this country, without a provocation of any 
kind whatfoever, pulled off the mafk, plunged into the war, 
and fided with America againft Great-Britain. Happily her 
defigns, covered as they had been with profeffions of attach- 
ment, had not been unknown to all the adminiftration of that 
day; they were fufpected, and the nation had not been taken 
by furprize, when that declaration was iffued by France, 
which they had all beheld. He meant not by prefenting this 
picture, to infinuate that the Treaty of Peace put an end to 
al] refentment ; it undoubtedly did, and it ought fo to have 
done. Refentment was paffion, and all paffion was founded 
on weaknefs, and poffeffed an inherent tendency to rottennefs 
and decay. Such principles ought not to regulate the con- 
duét of nations, but principles immutable in their nature, and 
that depends not on fuch a precarious foundatioh. Principles 
that are at all times the fame. ‘Though refentment however 

was at an end, recollection of {fuch conduct was not obliged 

to abandon their Lordfhips minds, nor could it be effaced 

from their memory. His Lordfhip added an infinite number 

of appofite and pointed remarks, and at length concluded with 
recommending it to their Lordfhips to vote for the Motion. 

Lord Hawkefbury rofe as foon as Lord Stormont fat down, y aryapter. 
and began with expreffing his concurrence in whgt had fallen bury- 
from a learned Prelate, relative to the flourifhing ftate of the 
commerce of this country; it was, he faid, as he could in- 
form their Lordfhips upon good grounds, extremely flourifhing 
at prefent, nearly as much fo, as it ever had beefi at any the 
molt flattering and profperous period, and he was extremely 
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happy to have it in his power to declare it; but flourifhing as 
it was, confidering the fize of the Public Debt, it would have 
been an unpardonable neglect of duty in Government, had 
not an endeavour been made to open new markets to ouf manu- 
factures, and to extend the trade of Great-Britain as much 
and as widely as poffible. To what market could they look 
with fo much hopes of mateiial advantage as the market of 
France? What could promife fo much bencfit to the com- 
merce of the two countries, as the reciprocal exchange of the 
commodities of both? It had, he knew, been much refted on, 
that the trade of this country had not profpered greatly, when 
we were connected by a Commercial Treaty with France, and 
it had been afked in the courfe of the debate, whe.her the ftate 
of this kingdom, and the ftate of the kingdom of France was 
different at the time of paffing the Treaty of Utrecht, from 
what it was at prefent. To which he fhould anfwer, that the 
ftate of the manufactures and trade of this country bore no 
fort of comparifon to the ftate of its manufa@ure and trade in 
1713. The Articles of the Treaty of Utrecht might have 
been very inexpedient for this country to have adopted, when 
that Treaty was made, but they were by no means fo under 
the prefent ve y different circumftances of our Commerce. 
To open the markct of France to Britifh manufa@ures was an 
object extremely to be defired, and in effecting it, Govern- 
ment had fhewn themfelves the beft friends to the Manu- 
facturers of their country, and fo, in fpite of any falfe notions 
to the contrary, th.t might be entertained, the event would, 
he had not the fmalleft doubt, very fufficiently prove and 
eftablifh. 

W ith regard to Portugal, before he proceeded particularly 
to take notice of the Motion, he begged leave to premife, that 
he was a fincere well-wifher to the continuance of our con- 
nexion with that country under the Methuen Treaty; much 
as he had reafon to differ from other Noble Lords refpecting: 
the value and the importance of our trade with Portugal, he 
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neverthelefs fincerely hoped that trade would continue, ‘and 
had reafon to expect, th.t the prefent negociation would be 
terminated to thg fatisfaction of both countries. H ving 
{tated this in very explicit terms, his Lordfhip proceeded to 
mention the nature of our trade with Portu al for many years 
paft, which, he faid, he fhould ground on papers then upon 
the table of the Houfe. 

Lord Hawkefbury faid, as the meaning of the Methuen 
Treaty had not been particularly the obje& of argument in the 
debate, it was unneceflary for him to go into that confidera- 
tion, otherwife he could have fhewn their Lordfhips what Mr. 
Methuen’s opinion had been of the meaning of his own 
Treaty. But the better to fee in what degree our trade with 
Portugal] was affected by that Treaty, it would be neceflary to 
enquire into the ftate of it before the Methuen Treaty had 
been concluded, and the ftate of it fince. Cuftom-houfe 
Books, he admitted with the learned Prelate, were not the 
beft authorfties, becaufe they were, from various caufes, im- 
perfect and incorreét, but in one,view they might be re- 
ferred to as ufeful fources of information; he meant where a 
comparative ftate of our trade with any country for feveral 
years together was wifhed to be feen; and the ‘reafon why, in 
that cafe, they might be relied on was, becaufe though the 
entries in Cuftom-houfe books were liable to error, ftill as 
the accounts were all made up in the fame way, and were 
confequently liable to the fame errors and imperfections, it 
was fair to conclude, that the account of one year was as 
correct as the account of another; and that though the parti- 
culars might be incorrect, yet, from the totals of the feveral 
years, a pretty juft comparative ftate of our trade-to any parti- 
cular country might be found. Upon referring to Cuftom- 
houfe books, it would be fecn, that in the laft century, when 
the Court of Portugal impofed partial prohibitions on our 
Woollen Trade, (for entirely prohibited it never had been) 
between two hundred and fifty thoufand, and three hundred 
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thoufand pounds worth of Woollen Cloth was purchafed of 
this country by Portugal. We at that time continued to take 
the Wines of Portugal as before, till the,year 1703, when 
Mr. Methuen had been fent to Lifbon to conclude the I reaty 
with the Portugueze Court, by which that Court bound it- 
felf to take our Woollens at a certain low rate of duty. That 
Treaty was, as the Houfe well Knew, concluded, and it had 
been religioufly adhered to on our part, though Portugal had, 
in a variety of inftances, departed from a ftrict adherence to 
the Treaty on her’s. Since the conclufion of that Treaty, 
the amount of our exports to Portugal, and the balance of 
trade with that kingdom in our favour, had from time to time 
been extremely different. His Lordthip ftated its amount in 
different periods, taking as one period from the year 1730, to 
3760, a period of thirty years, and as another, the period of 
3772 to 1782, whence he made it appear, that it had lately 
decreafed to lefs than half the fum it formerly amounted to. 
Our export of Woollens in particular, he faid, it appeared 
from the papers on the table, did not amount to more than 
between four and five hundred thoufand a-year; whereas, in 
the year 1701 and 1702, when the import of Britifh Woollens 
laboured under partial prohibition and heavy duties, it ap- 
peared that Portugal took Woollens of us to more than half 
the amount that they now took under the Methuen Treaty. 
So much, therefore, for the real ftate of our Woollen Cloth 
exportation to Portugal. But Noble Lords had complained 
that the Treaty with France aught not to have been conclud- 
ed before the negociation with Portugal had been concluded. 
In regardto that, it ought to be remembered, that by the 18th 
Article of the Definitive Treaty of Peace, figned by a Noble 
Duke (the Duke of Manchefter) Great-Britain was bound to 
endeavour to form arrangements of commerce with France in 
two years, and afterwards another year had been added. Was 
G: vernment,” therefore, to have neglected a compliance with 
the ftipulation of the 18th Article of the Definitive Treaty 
becaufe 
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becaufe Portugal would not adjuft the complaints of “her 
breach of the Methuen Treaty? If Minifters had tried again 
and again, and found that Portugal, in fpite of all they could 
do, or ill they could fay, would not liften to reafon, nor 
confent to comply with the Methuen Treaty, as to its obvi- 
ous fpirit and meaning, would it have been right for Govern- 
ment to have let pafs the opportunity of concluding a Treaty 
with France, that promifed to prove highly advantageous to 
the Britifh Manufacturer ; highly beneficial to the commerce 
of the country? His Lordfhip adverted to the inftances in 
which Portugal had failed, in complying with the meaning of 
the Methuen Treaty. ‘The cafe of Ireland, he faid, was 
notorious. “The Woollens of Ireland had been admitted into 
Portugal in like manner as the Britifh Woollens had been 
admitted, till the period when Ireland was declared indepen- 
dent, and then it was that Portugal pretended that Ireland 
was not comprehended within the meaning of the Methuen 
‘Treaty. If he knew any thing of public law, his Lordfhip 
faid, no point of public Jaw was more clear, than that when 
One Sovereign Prince made a Commercial Treaty with ano- 
ther, all the fubjects, at Icaft all the fubjects in Europe of 
that Sovereign Prince, were comprehended in the Treaty, and 
entitled to participate in its beneficial confequences. ‘The 
diftinétion, therefore, with regard to Ireland, was an idle 
one, taken up upon weak, and perfifted in upon unjuftifiable 
grounds. Nor was that by any means the only caufe of com- 
plaint, with regard to the Court of Portugal’s not obferving 
this Portugal Treaty. A Book of Rates had been publifhed, 
impofing new and heavy duties on Britifh Woollens and other 
goods imported into Portugal, and the levying of thole duties 
was entrufted in the hands of a fin le Cuftom-houfe Officer, 
and not inthe hands of a Minifter. A circumftance attended 
with infinite inconvenience to our trade, and in fome inftances 
operating likca prohibition, as the dread of having the wanton 
caprice of the Cuftom-houfe Officer in Portugal, above al- 
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luded to, exercifed to their prejudice, deterred many. Britifh 
manufacturers from fending their goods to the Portugueze 
market. Another diftinction that Portugal had altu taken 
with regard to her conftruction of the Methuen Trefty, was 
peculiarly adverfe to the trade of this country. The dif- 
tinction was, that all newly invented manufactures, fince the 
year 1703, were not included in the Methuen Treaty, and 
were liable to pay whatever duties the Court of Portugal chofe 
to levy upon them; this their Lordfhips would fee muit 
neceffarily bear hard upon all our cotton manufaQory, almoft 
every article of which was of recent invention, although it 
was already brought to fuch a ftate of perfection as to aftonifh 
the world. His Lordfhip expatiated upon thefe circumftances, 
and declared, he was not only ready to do juftice to Portugal, 
but willing to do her a favour; but appealed to the fenfe of 
the Houfe and the public, whether it did not become Govern- 
ment to exert itfelf, and to bring the Court of Portugal to an 
explanation, and oblige her to perform her obfervance of the 
Methuen Treaty as faithfully as we did ours. The Commer- 
cial Treaty with France, he contended, was of itfelf a favour 
to Portugal, fince, if fhe thought proper to adhere to the Mee 
thuen Treaty, fhe would derive a very confiderable advantage 
from the referve in regard to reducing the duty on her wines 
one-third lower than the duties on the wines of France, being 
carried into execution. His Lordfhip combated Lord Stor- 
mont’s argument relative to the 24th and 25th Articles of the 
Family Compact, and contended, thatthe 24th Article of the 
Family Compact only ftipulated that the French and Spaniards, 
in point of navigation and commerce, fhould reciprocally be 
entitled to all the privileges of fubjeéts in the two countries, 
and confequently that it had in no fort affeGed us. With 
regard to the idea of France entering into a Commercial 
‘Treaty with Portugal, he confidered it as tuo chimerical to be 
ferioufly dreaded. He afked if any man in his fenfes imavcined 
that France would take 12,000 tons of the wines of Portugal 





for 





A. 1587.] DEBATES. 


for her own confumption? A circumftince fo unlikely to 
happen, furely was not a circumftince that ourht to alarm 
this country. After treating the whole of the furject, his 
Lordfintp faid, he fhouid oppofe the Motion, becaufe, inftead 
of weakening the hands of Government, and embarrafling the 
negotiation pendin»y with Portugal, he held it to be the duty 
of that Houfe, as of the other, to {trengthen the hands of the 
executive government, and by uniting on the prefent occafion, 
to hold out to Portugal a firm determination in the Britith Par- 
liament, to` fupport Adminiftration in their juft demand upon 
the Court of Lifbon, to comply with the fpirit and meaning 
of the Methuen Treaty. 

Lord Po tche/?er rofe to explain. The Noble Lord, he faid, 
had either mifunderftood him egregioufly, or miftated his argu- 
ment. He appealed to the recollection of their Lordfhips, 
whether he had talked of France’s being likely to take 12,009 
ton of Portugal Wine, or fugeefted any thing half fo abfurd 
as {uch a fwppofition; what he had faid was, that by our hav- 
ing concluded a Treaty of Commerce with France, before 
we had brought our Negociation with Portugal to an end, we 
had put it in the power of Portugal to fell the open Britifh 
market to France for commercial alvantages? which France 
might for fuch a bargain be glad to give to Portugal; but 
he had never dreamt that France could, or would, as one of 
thofe commercial advantages, take 12,000 ton of Portugal 
Wines. What? France, acountry that made the beft Wines 
in Europe, take 12,000 ton of the worft Wine any European 
countiy produced! The propofition had beeg too ridiculous 
to be ftated. His complaint was, that the Treaty wih 
l rance, upon the face of it, made it th- intereft of France. 
by every fpecies of influence and intrigue, to prevent Portu ral 
from acceding to our dem&ands upon her, and in cafe of a 
failure of the negociation, France might have the open J ritifh 
market without any compenfation be ng civen th us f r that 
acgvantage, But were there no other commercial aly intage, 
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France could give to Portugal for fuch a benefit but taking 
her Wine? France might take all her Brazil Cotton at her 
Own price, and then our Cotton Manufactery was undone at 
once. 

LdHawkef- Lord Hawkefbury replied, and infifted upon it, that no 

oe other country but Great-Britain could take 12,0C0 ton of 
Portugal Wine; and that it was fair to ftate that, as one 
glaring inftance of the improbability of the Court of Lifbon’s 
breaking with Great-Britain. With regard to the Brazil 
Cotton, his Lordfhip faid, this country was the beft market 
for Cotton in Europe, and as long as fhe continued to be fo, 
there was no doubt but that the Brazil Cotton would find its 
way to it, whether it came dire&tly from Portugal or through 
France. As to the Cotton Manufadory of this country being 
likely to be ruined for the want of a fupply, he declared he 
had not an apprehenfion of that kind; the growing of Cotton 
was now the univerfal practice; in a very fhort time there- 

fore, in all probability, we fhould have a fufficfent fupply 





even from our own iflands. 
Lord Stor- Lord Stormont faid he would coenfihe-himfelf to explanation 
— merely. His Lordfhip then contended, that according to 
Lord Hawkefbury’s doctrine, the 18th Article of the Defini- 
tive Treaty of Peace bound us, within two years, to make any 
Treaty of Commerce with France whatfoever, that France 
thought proper, let it be ever fo difadvantageous to this 
country; whereas the true meaning of the Article was, that 
the high contracting powers fhould endeavour to treat about 
arrangements of commerce within the period named; and, 
therefore, if the endeavour had even been made without 
fuccefs, the good faith of both the high contracting powers 
would have been kept. His Lordfhip illuftrated this by men- 
tioning, that by the terms of a Treaty, many years fince con- 
cluded between Great-Britain and: France, both powers ftipu- 
lated to fend Commiffaries to Antwerp, to fettle fome particu- 
lar and {pecific arrangements, which were not fettled to this 
hour. 
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hour. Lord Stormont entered again into a difcuffion of the 
argument he had before advanced relative to the 24th and 25th 
Articles of the Family Compaét, and the manner ın which the 
Peace of Paris of 1763 rferred to the Family Compa, by 
difavowing it, though not in explicit or direct terms. He 
next alluded to the ftatement of Lord Hawkefbury relative to 
the decreafe of the balance of our trade with Portugal, and 
endeavoured to imprefs it upon the minds of the Houfe, that 
the Noble Lord had given that decreafe of balance as a juttifi- 
cation of a breach with Portugal. Upon fimilar grounds, he 
contended, a breach with France, in refpeét to the lately 
concluded Commercial Treaty, might a year or two hence be 
juttified, in cafe the amount of the exports of this country 
fhould decreafe. 

Lord Hawkefbury defired once for all, that he might not in r4 Hawkef- 
that Houfe be fuppofed to poffefs or to claim any authority, °°” 
but the authority his arguments gave him. With regard to 
the Noble Vifcount’s ftatement of what he had faid relative 
to the 18th Article of the Definitive Treaty, he appealed to 
the recollection of their Lordfhips, whether he had not {poke 
of the ftipulation of that Article exactly as the Noble Vifcount 
had himfelf declared it to be liable to conftruction, viz. as an 
obligation upon Government, in pdint of prefervation of the 
natural good faith, to endeavour to forma treaty of arrangement 
of Commerce between the two nations, on the bafis of recipro- 
city and mutual convenience, and not as the Noble Vifcount 
had imputed to him. His Lordfhip appealed alfo to the Hovfe, 
whether he had ever afferted that we ought to quarrel with Por- 
tugal, merely becaufe our trade with that kingdom had become 
lefs favourable than formerly ? So far from this, he had only 
{tated the decreafe of the balance of the Portugal trade merely 
as an argument to prove that the value put upon that trade by 
fome Noble Lords was higher confiderably than faéts would 
bear out, and affigned various inftances of infringement of the 
Methuen Treaty, not ds 4n- argument for our breaking with 

Portugal, 
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Portugal, but as a juftification of Government in infifting 
that the Court of Lifbon fhould more faithfully. comply with 
the Methuen Treaty in future, and that it flrould not he folely 
adhered to on the part of the Court of London. 

The Lord Chancellor was juft beginning to read the Motion, 
when the Duke of Norfolk rofe again, and declared himfelf by 
no means fatisfied with any arguments that had been advanced 
againft the Motion; and although after what he had heard, he 
had little hopes of being able, byany thing he could fay, to change 
the opinion of their Lordfhips, yet he thought it his duty to offer 
a few remarks upon what had fallen in the courfe of the debate. 

His Grace then obferved upon Lord Hawkefbury’s fpeech, and 
declared, that the whole of the Noble Lord’s argument appeared 
to him, like the paper he had in opening the Motion com- 
mented upon, to be calculated to depreciate the value of our 
trade with Portugal, and to prepare for a total abandonment of 
that very béneficial trade. The Noble Lord, in the courfe of 
his fpeech had faid, if Minifters have tried to obtain a redrefs 
of grievances at the hands of the Court of Lifbon in vain, if 
they have done fo and fo. ‘That fort of language, he muft re- 
mark, could not be regarded. The Houfe knew of no griev- 
ances that exifted, they had not heard of any infringement of 
the Methuen Treaty on the part of Portugal, but the old 
ground of grievance relative to Ireland, which as far as could 
be underftood, was given up by Portugal, though no fuch im- 
portant communication had been made to the Parliament of 
Ireland. Would Minifters affert that grievances had exifted, 
and that they had exerted themfelves to obtain redrefs without 
being able to obtain any?’ Would the Noble Lord, who faid he 
was no Minifter, inftead of faying if “ Government had tried 
in vain to obtain fatisfaction,”’ take upon himfelf to affert, that 
they had fo tried in vain, his word would be taken, and the 
Motion neeg not be prefled ; but as the cafe ftoed, the Houfe 
had no information before them of one faét or of the other ; 
cither that complaints of violation of the Methuen Treaty on 
the 
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the part of Portugal were grounded, or that Minifters had en- 
deavoured to have the caufe of complaint done away. His 
Grace obferved, that the Noble Marquis near him had laid the 
amount of the trade of Ireland out of the balance of the trade 
between Portugal and Great-Britain, and had fuppofed him to 
differ in opinion from him, upon obferving he aflumed a look 
of difapprobation at the moment. The fact, he declared, was, 
he fubfcribed fully to the fairnefs of the argument of the Noble 
Marquis, but he could not help exprefling fome difguft by his 
countenance, when he heard a diftinétion taken between Great- 
Britain and Ireland, in a moment when the trade of the empire 
was the fubject of debate. He wifhed the intereft of the two 
kingdoms to be always confidered as infeparable. Having faid 
this, the Duke expreffed fome furprife at the filence of Minifters 
upon a topic fo immediately relative to their own conduct. He 
was, he faid, aware that the Noble Lord, who had rifen that 
day to fupport the Treaty, and juftify Minifters, had the chief 
burthen of Government upon his fhoulders, and was a Noble 
Lo:d of great weight and authority, but as he had himfelf told 
the Houfe he was no Minifter, confequently he had no refpon- 
fibility. He could not but think it the duty ofeMinifters on 
fuch occafion to fpeak themfelves, or to put the Noble Lord, 
their friend, into a minifterial fituation, fo as to make him 
refponfible for what he faid upon matters of Government. 
Every day fince he had fat in Parliament, his Grace faid, it had 
been the pragtice of Minifters to treat both Houfes with in- 
creafed neglect and indifference. ‘The prefent Adminiftratitn 
had come into power in direct defrance of one branch of the 
Legiflature. A diffolution of Parliament had followed, and a 
new Patliament had been chofen, when the Adminiftration 
were in the zenith of popularity, and more popular no Admi- 
niftration had ever been, than they were at the time of the 
General Ele&tion, from the confidence of the peopl: that their 
rights and liberties would be preferved, and from an idea that, 
among other reforms, a reform of the reprefentation of the 
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people would take place in the other Houfe. No fuch reform 
had, however, been made, and as tothat Houfe, fome perfons 
had been lately fent there, who, all circumftances @onfidered, 
the people perhaps little expected to fee elevated to that rank. 
His Grace faid, he was far from meaning to infinuate that the 
Noble Lord was not, in point of ability, information, and fer- 
vices, fully intitled to the honours he/had received; he {poke 
merely of the political conduct that Noble Lord, and other 
Noble Lords had held. “The Duke declared his difapprobation 
of the mode of treating Portugal, by firft concluding a Treaty 
with France, and then difpatching an Ambaflador to Lifbon, 
to fay to the Court, ** I fhall go away on fuch a day, E} muft © 
have your anfwer by that time—here I hold in my hand the 
Treaty Great-Britain has concluded with France, and having 
formed fuch a connection, fhe is perfe€tly indifferent whether 
fhe quarsels with you or not.” ‘The language of the Nego- 
ciator would, he obferved, neceffarily be more courtly, but the 

fact {poke for itfelf, and its incivility and arrogance were obvi- 
ous. He anfwered Lord Hawkefbury’s remark about the 
growth of cotton on our own iflands, and faid, the Noble Lord 

talked of cotton as if it wcre wheat, the growth of one feafon only. 

He added a few other remarks, and concluded, with declaring 

ft to be his confirmed opinion, that fo far from the prefent 
_Mottion’s tending.to weaken the hands of Government, or em- 

barrafs the pending negociation with Portugal, it would give 
Government ftrength, and put them on advantageous ground 
in their negociation with the Court of Lifbon. His Grace 
apologized for any warmth he might have betrayed in the 
eourfe of his argument, declaring, that his feelings neceffarily 
Jed him to deliver his fentiments with fome fhare of animation, 
but that he always meant to“treat their Lordfhips with that 

degree of politenefs and refpect to which they were undoubtedly 

tntitled. 

nah Lord Ofborne (Marquis of Carmarthen) rofe next, and faid, 
that although he was undoubtedly’ refponfible, when formally 

called 
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Ccailed upon, tg anfwer for any part of his conduct as a-Minilter, 
yet he did not hold himfelf obliged to rife at tne call of any in- 
dividual Lord, to anfwer queftions or aihgn reafons for the con- 
duct of G&Svernment, unlefs his own judgment ferved to con- 
vince him that fome anfwer ought to be given. He faid, he 
always liftened with great attention to what fell from the Noble 
Vifcount and the Noble Lords near him, as well as to what fell 
from the Noble Lords who fat clofe by the place from which he 
{poke, and he had that day liftened with peculiar pleafure, as a 
ereat deal of information had fallen from both i:des the Houfe. 
He would not, his Lordfhip faid, at that late hour, go intoa 
dif{cuffion of topics that had been fo fully difcufied in the courfe 
of debate, and in his mind fo unanfwerably argued by the Noble 
Lord near him, (Lord Hawkefbury) but would content himfelf, 
as a Lord of Parliament, with declaring his difapprobation of 
the Motion, and appealing to the Noble Vifcount’s candour, 
to the candour of the Houle, and of all who heard him, whether 
pending a negociation with the Court of Lifbon, the agreeing 
to fuch a Motion as the prefent, would not tend to hold out to 
the world an ill-timed want of confidence in Adminiftration, 
and of confequence throw difficulties in the way of bringing the 
‘Treaty with Portugal to an happy and an early iflue. 


O3 
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Lord Carlijle declared he was glad to find the death-like filence tord Car- 


of Minifters was at length broken; the Noble Marquis, how- lfe» 


ever, had confined himfelf to the fingle.point of the expediency 
of making-the Motion at that time, without adducing one ar- 
aument to fhew, why it would not be wife to conclude the bu- 
finefs with the Court of Lifbon, before they carrjed the Treaty 
with France into effect. His Lordfhip animadverted on Lord 
I¥awkefbury’s fpeech in pointed terms, and faid, an unfortunate 
five had caught his ear, which induced him to imagine, that 
although the Noble Lord had faken pains in the middle of his 
focech to tell them ‘“* he was xo siinifter,”’ yet he conceived 
M.imfel¥ to be in equal power, juft as fome men fancied when 
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they had öne foot in the ftirrup' that they were feated on the 
faddle. 

Lord Sydney replied to the obfervations gf the Noble Duke 
near him, who had remarked, that no ftatement had Been made 
of the exiftence of any fpecific grievance on the part of Portugal, 
and faid, a Noble Friend of his, (Lord Hawkefbury) unlefs he 
was greatly miftaken, had ftated feveral grievances {pecifically, 
and fo had a Noble Marquis, who fpoke fecond in the debate. 
His Lordthip took notice of Lard Portcheftes’s argument, and 
affigned as his reafon fet oppofing the Motion, that it might 
do harm, and could not do any poffible good. | 

Lord Portchcfier rofe once more, and again explained, that 
the object of his argument had been to ftate, that the Treaty 
with France, upon the face of it, put it in the power of Portu- 
gal to deliver over that boon to France, which Great-Britain 
had deprived herfelf of the power of giving France, and that 
France might ¢afily make up a communication of commercial 
advantages, the difference to Portugal that fhe would fuftain in 
confeqyence of breaking off entirely with Great-Britain. | 

Lord Delavai rofe, not he faid, at that late hour, when the 
Houfe was nearly exhaufted, to offer any arguments of his own 
upon the Motion, but merely to take notice of what had fallen 
from others, and particularly from the Noble Duke near him, 
who, in his laft fpeech, had been pleafed to refleG& on thofe 
Noble Lords who had lately had the honoar of being by his 
Majeity’s favour éntitlked to feats among their Lordfhips. He 
begged to know whether the Noble Duke thought there was 
any thing in the characters of the anceftors of thofe lately 
créated Peers that ought to difqualify their fucceffors from hold- 
ing the honours of the Britifh Peerage. Did the Noble Duke 
mean to infinute that"their anceftors had been ‘ftigmatized as 
perfons of fufpicious characters, or as perfons difaffeéted to the 
Government under which they lived ? Did the Noble Duke 
mean to infer, & that there was more joy in Heaven over one 
finner that repented, than over ninety and nine juft perfons ?”’ 


‘The 
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The Duke of Afancheiter fpoke to order. His “Grace faid, Duke of 


the Noble Lord was fpeaking to a matter fo foreign to the fub- 
ject of the Motian, that he could not fuffer him to proceed 
without reminding him that it was totally contrary to order, 
and to the decorum due to that Houfe, for any Noble Lord to 
go into matters of fo perfonal a nature, and that were likely to 
lead to difagreeable confequences. 


Ma ichefter. 


The Duke of Norfolk begged the Noble Lord to proceed in Duke of 


what he was going to fay ; he was fo confcious that he could 
convince the Noble Lord of his miftake, that he would hear 
him out with great pleafure. 


Norfolk. 


Lord Delaval faid, if he had done any thing contrary to the Lord Dela- 


order and decorum of the Houfe, he would willingly beg par- 
don of their Lordfhips, but as the Noble Duke had been pleafed 
to animadvert on the Peers lately created, being himfelf one of 
that number, and perfe@tly unconfcious of deferving any ani- 
madverfion, he imagined the Noble Duke would naturally expect 
that fomethins fhould be faid in their behalf, by-cnc at leaft of 
the number. 


val. 


The Duke of Norfolk in reply declared, that he had not had Duke of 


the moft diftant intention of rele@ting onthe Noble Lord; when 
he had fpoken of perfons being called up to that Houfe, whom 
the people probably did not expect to fee there, he had alluded in 
his own mind to the Coalition that had at one time engaged fo 
much of the attention of the public, and had meant to itate 
that circumftances, at leaft equally extraordinaty, had {ınce 
occurred. | 

The Queftion being now put by the Lord Ghancellor, with 
the omiffion of the word ‘* perpetual,’ the Houle divided, 
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Thurfday, Afarch x. 


As foon as the Lord Chancellor had taken his {fea on the 
Wolfack, 

Lord Stermont rofe and ftated, that he meant to call their 
Lordfhips attention to a fingle point of form, viz. their mode 
of proceeding in a bufinefs of as much importance as ever called 
for the confideration of that Houfe of Parliament. The Houfe 
of Commons, his Lordfhip obferved, had pafled certain Refo- 
lutions founded on the Commercial Treaty with France, and 
had fent them up to that Houfe with an Addrefs, drawn up in 
fuch particular and precife terms as to pledge Parliament as to 
their future conduét in the fubfequent ftages of the bufinefs: 
Such a mode of proceeding, his Lordfhip declared, was not 
directly warranted by any precedent, as far as he had been able 
to difcover. - Whenever both Houfes joined in an Addrefs to 
the I hrone, upon the fubject of any matter, the difcuffion of 
which was not concluded in either Houfe, it had always been 
cuftomary to draw that Addrefs generally, and fo as not in any 
fort to preclude the freedom of future debate. He knew no 
precedent for fach a proceeding as the prefent, nor had he heard 
of any. He had indeed, out of doors, heard of the mode of 
proceeding adopted with regard to the Irifh Propofitions, but 
that their Lordfhips well knew had been cxtremely different. 
In that cafe, the two Parliaments of Great-Britain and Ireland, 
being the Negociators, the Refolutions, and the evidence on 
which they proceeded, had been fent up from the Heufe of 
Commons, and their Lordthips had been left at full liberty de~ 
liberately to,cifcufs the Refolutions, to examine witnefles, and 
to proceed with all neceflary caution, and at length the two 
Hfoufes had joined inan Addrefs to the Crown, {tating to what 
length they had preceeded, piomifing to pafs fuch Bills as to 
them fhou'd ftem neccflarv, and defiring the Crown, as the 
medium bet vecn the two Parliaments, to caufe the Refolutions 

to 
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to be laid before the Parliament of Ireland. How widely dif- 
ferent had been the proceeding in the prefent cafe? Why it 
had been different, he was at a lofs to imagine, fince there was 
a preceddht on the Journals that feemed to him the precife pre- 
. cedent that ought to have been followed ;—he meant the pre- 
cedent of the proceeding upon the Treaty of Utrecht. He 
{tated in what mode the Houfe had then conduéted themielves, 
and drew a character of Bolingbroke, the Minifter in 1713. 
At that time, he faid, an Adminiftration, upheld by as powerful 
a faction as ever governed this country, were in office, [he 
Minifter early in life gave proof of uncommon ability and com- 
manding eloquence. By the powers of his oratory he could 
glofs over the dark fide of a picture, and cover its deformity fo 
as to deceive moft men, and miflead many. He was of a tem- 
per vehement and overbearing, and his paffion often inclined 
him to carry all before him, but ftill he had in that inftance 
fhewn fo much refpect for tthe Conftitution, that with all his 
perfonal authority, with all the influence of his ability, he ven- 
tured not to adopt a proceeding like the prefent. His Lordfhip 
contended, that the Houfe could not bind itfelf by any Addrefs, 
fo as to abandon the free exercife of its legiflative capacity ; and 
as it was neceflary to prevent the proceeding Sropofed to be 
adopted from mifleading pofterity, he moved, 

“© That no Addrefs to the Throne, and no Refolution of this 
Houfe, can bind this Houfe in its legiflative capacity, or bar 
the fubjects right of petitioning this Houfe upon any Bill depend- 
ing in Parliament, though fuch Bill be founded upon and con- 
formable to KRefolutions to which this Houfe has previdufly 
agreed.”” 

The Marquis of Buckingham role, and having {hewn that the Marquis of 
prefent Commercial ‘Treaty had been nearly five months before Bucking- 
the public, and that the I’réaty of Utrecht had not been more digi 
known to Parliament, he declared, he faw no reafon for objec- 
tion. He pointed out in what particular by the ptcpofed mode 
of proceeding, the Heule was faved from embarrament and 

` difficulty. 
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difficulty. - He declared, he concurred moft fully with the No- 
ble Vifcount, that the Houfe could not bind itlelf by any Ad- 
drefs fo as to deprive itfelf of the full exercife of its legiflative 
capacity, or preclude itfelf from a right of voting, as to its 
wifdoni fhould feem meet, upon any future Bill or Bills, that 
might hereafter be brought in as a confequence of the Refolu- 
tions, then about to be fubmitted to their Lordfhips confidera- 
tion. As this was a propofition, that no Noble Lord he be- 
lieved had the fmalleft inclination to controvert or to queftion, 
he faw no reafon for their Lordfhips to vote a'trui/m, and there- 
fore he would, with their permiffion, move the previous 
Oueftion. 

Lord Stormont apain came forward, and in a few words 
prefled the Houfe to adopt his Motion, in order that pofterity 
might learn, that their Lordfhips had exerted that caution in 
guarding againft the eftablifhment of a precedent, that upon the 
face of it was equally new, and dangerous to the conftitution. - 
= The Lord Chancellor put the Queftion, * That the Order 
of the Day be now read,” which, operating as a previous 
Queftion, was carried. The Order of the Day was read, 
and the Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee of the 
whole Houfe, Lord Scarfdale in the Chair, 

The Marquis of Buckingham rofe, and took a comprehen- 
five view of the whole fubject. “Che Marquis began with be- 
{peaking the patience of the Houfe, while he proceeded to a 
detail, that, he faid, muft neceffarily run into a confiderable 
length. He proceeded to lay it down as an incontrovertible 
fact, that it had been the ancient and uninterrupted praétice 
of Great-Britain, to be connected by a Commercial Treaty 
with France, unlefs when that practice had been broken in 
upon by intervening wars. He took up the hiftory of our 
Treaties with France in the middle of the laft century, and 
traced it to the Treaty of Utrecht, marking all the peculiar 
circumftances that had oceafionally occurred, and accounting 
for them with great precifion and correctnefs. He next re- 
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cited the hiftory of the Treaty of Utrecht, and the event that. 
followcd with refpect to the rejection of the 8th and oth Arti- 
cles of that ‘Treaty. He ftated that Sir Thomas Hanmer had 
been thè Member who moved for the rejection of thofe Arti- 
cles, but fo confcious had he been of the general good tendency 
of the whole of the Treaty of Utrecht, thofe two Articles ex- 
cepted, that he was the Member who alfo moved for an Ad- 
drefs to the Queen, thanking her for having made the Treaty, 
and defiring that means might be immediately adopted for 
carrying all of it, but the two rejected Articles, into full 
effect. He faid, that Commiffaries had been appointed for 
that purpofe by the two Courts; that papers had been ex- 
changed by them accordingly; that the Duke of Bedford, 
when he concluded the Treaty of Paris, 1763, had proceeded 
upon the groynd of thofe ev nts, and had formed his ‘Treaty 
accordingly. He mentioned the Preliminary Articles of Peace 
of 1783, the Definitive Treaty of the fame year, and the na- 
ture of thé Declaration figned by the Duke of Manchefter. 
He contended, that the Government were bound in fome de- 
gree to negociate a Treaty of Commerce with France, and he 
afferted that a more beneficial Treaty than the prefent could 
not have been made. He entered into a detail of the Tariff, 
and fpoke of the obvious advantages that muft refult from our 
having a new market, coniitting of twenty-four millions of 
cuitomers, opened to us, confidering the evident fuperiority of 
our manufactures. He faid, in fome re{pects, undoubtedly 
France would have the advantage, becaufe their Lordfhips 
muft perceive it would have been impoffible to have made a 
‘Treaty, in confequence of which fome advantages mut not 
be given to that contracting party, at whofe hands we had . 
received fo many in the Glafs Manufactory: he believed, in 
ref{p<ét to the large Plated Glafs, France would fuccefsfully 
rival us; butthen, in our Cotton Manufadtory, i in our Pottery, 
and our Hardware, we fhould have the moft decifive {uperio- 
rity. He appealed to the common fenfe of their Lordfhips, 
| whether 
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whether France, importing into England her produce, a'l of 
them luxuries, and we, exporting to France oyr manuf ckules, 
moft of th m neceflaries, we muft not have the advantag> ina 
confiderable degree ? Families in high life, perfons of fortune, 
and in the fuperior ftations, would confame the imports from 
France; on the contrary, our manufactures would equally 
fupply the neceffaries of all defcriptions of perfons from the 
prince to the peafant. While our more elegant articles would 
adorn the perfons of the great, our buttons would be worn in 
the fleeves of the lower order of the people, and the labourer 
in France would purchafe an Englifh knife to cut his dinner 
with. After expatiating a good deal in this ftyle, the Mar- 
quis touched on the Treaty with Portugal, and contended, 
that if it fhould unfortunately ~be broken off, we fhould be 
under no diftrefs in regard to the article of cotton, refpecting 
which fo much had been faid. Our confumption was fixteen 
millions’ of pounds annually, and above half that quantity was 
fupplied already from our own colonies, and fo much had late- 
ty been planted, that in a very fhort time we fhould be able to 
fupply ourfelves completely, which would now have been the 
cafe, had not the Iland of Tortola been torn from us at the 
late Peace; not? faid he, that he meant to blame that Peace; 
his opinion of it was well known. He fhould ever contend 
that it ‘had been the falyvation of the country, but he mention- 
ed Tortola merely as the Ifland that had been unfortunately 
the facrifice, and fome facrifice, their Lordfhips well knew, 
it was neceflary tó make. At Jength, after a very long fpeech, 
his Eordíħip moved, 

< Ihat it appears to be expedient, that all Articles of the 
growth, prodyice, of manufacture of the European Domi- 
nions of the French King, which are not fpecified in the 
fixth Article of the Treaty of Navigation and Commerce be- 
tween his Britannick Majefty and the Moft Chriftian King, 
figned at Verfailles, the 26th of September, 1786, fhall be 
Imported into this Kingdom on Payment of Duues as low as 
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any hich fhall be payable on the Impo ation of the like 
Articles from any otter Europ an Nation.” 

Lord Sca borofth role next, and faid that the boafted advan- Lord Scar- 
tages of the Treaty rather inclined him to doubt the fincerity i 
of the Court of France. Times Danaos, et dona ferent’s, was 
the motto he fhould always apply to gifts from fuch a quarter. — 

French manners, French commerce, and French policy, upon 
the experience of paft perfidy, he declared he fhould ever hold 
in deteftation and abhorrence. 

The Bifhop of Landaff faid, he had expatiated the preceding Bit » cf 
day upon matter not immediately within the meaning of the iii 
Motion then before the Houfe, and he had done fo by defign. 
His defign had been, by going fomewhat more at large than 
was abfolutely within the precife fcope of the Motion, to fave 
their Lordfhips the trouble of hearing him again at large that 
day. He begged to have it underftood, that his argument, 
founded qn experience, he did not give up; the balances of 
our trade, and the export of iron, having been as he ftated it ;— 
but he faw if he purfued that idea, it would carry him much 
farther than their Lordfhips might wifh him to go; he would 
therefore take new ground. ‘The reafons that had moved his 
Majefty’s Minifters to conclude the Commercial Treaty with 
France, he meant the oftenfible motives, were two-fold; ane 
with a view to enfure the duration of Peace, the other in order 
to encreafe the Revenues of the country. Thefe motives were 
undoubtedly Jaudable if they were likely to be attatned, but that 
did not appear to him extremely probable. Profcund widom, 
fagacity as to the future, and penetrating forefight, were ge- 
nerally held to be the marking characteriftics of a good 
Adminiftration; he hoped his Majeity’s prefent Minifters had 
that fagacity and that forefight. ‘Ihat they had looked into the 
confequences that the Treaty would in all probatilitv induce, 
and .that they had received the moft unequivocal affurances of 
the pacific intentions of France. ‘Ihat they had been affured 
by France, in explicit terms, that fhe would no more interfere 
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with our European alliances; that fhe would not again, with- 
Out provocation, attack any part of the Empire of Great-Bri- 
tain at home or abroad; that fhe would not foment divifions in 
Ireland, nor by any act of her’s bring upon us the calamities of 
war. If the true fpirit of the Chriftian religion, a religion the 
moft pure and mild that ever was inftituted for the inftru€tion 
and comfort of mankind, prevailed univerfally, then the fword 
of war would be eternally fheathed; there would be an end of 
aH thofe calamities fo fhocking to humanity, and France and 
this country might unite like brothers; but he would be frank 
enough to acknowledge that he was far from thinking that happy 
period was near at hand. ‘The Bifhop affigned a variety of 
reafons, why he feared the Commercial Treaty would not in 
the fmalleit degree conduce towards the prolongation of peace, 
declaring that he could not credit the pacific profeffions of 
France in the teeth of paft experience. If bare profeffions of 
amity and regard were to be admitted as arguments of the 
fincerity of France, let their Lordfhips turn their recollection 
back to the period immediately antecedent to the delivering of 
her Refcript on the part of France, previous to her plunging 
into the war, when fhe joined America againft this country 

Every month’s difpatches from the Noble Vifcount, at that 
time Ambaflador at Paris, (an Ambaflador as able to develope 
perfidy, and to fufpect treachery as ever was fent to a foreign 
Court) were crammed with pacific profeffions on the part of the 
Court of France, and yet they all knew that almoft while the 
difpatches were on the road, without any provocation, France 
plunged tnto thé war and fided againft us. They had, his 
Lordthip obferved, been called upon to give up their prejudices, 
and regard France ina more friendly point of view; let him be 
convinced that fhe merited to be fo regarded, and he would be 
one of the firft to exprefshis joy at fo happy a converfion; but 
France was the natural rival of this country, and fhe was nor 
lefs {o in politics, becaufe fhe was invited to become our rival 
in trade, and our rival in commerce. He faid, he had ever 
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been led to confider France as a perfidious and treacherous toc, 
to fufpe&t her as a negociator, to dread her as a great, and to 
deteit her as an ambjtious nation. 

Having reafoned to this purport on the firft head of his argu- 
ment, the probable duration of peace, that the Commercial 
Treaty with France was likely to produce, he faid, he would 
proceed to confider in what degree the meafure would add to 
the revenue. The lofs of the cuftoms upon the lowering the 
various duties propofed in the Treaty, would amount at leaft 
to 300,000]. which was a moft ferious defalcation; and how 
was that to be made up? It had been faid, that the deficiency 
would be made good by fums derived to Government by other 
means. That, he contended, was a moft unfatisfactory way 
of making up fo capital a deficiency in any one fpecific branch 
of the Revenue; and he had every reafon to think, that thofe 
were deceived who imagined it would be furnifhed from the en- 
creafed exports of our manufactures. ‘The filence of the Manu- 
faGturers, he underitood, had been relied on as a proof that 
they approved of the Treaty. He would readily acknowledge, 
that he believed they did approve of it, becaufe if they had not, 
their Lordfhips would have feen them at theis bar; but he 
could not help faying, he was a little at a lofs to account for 
the confiftency of the Manufacturers, upon ‘comparing their 
evidence delivered upon the bufinefs of the Irifh Propofitions, 
and their conduct with refpect to the Commercial Treaty- 
He had, he affured the Committee, within a very few days 
fince, read the whole of the evidence thofe Manufacturers irad 
given at that time; and when he confidered “the manner in 
which they had expreffed their alarm, left Ireland fhould pof- 
fefs itfelf of their capital, and by the advantages of cheapnefé of 
labour and food, be able to riyal them in their own markets, 
he could not account for their not exprefling any fimilar appre- 
henfions with regard to the people of France, cenfefiedly an 
ingenious and a manufacturing people, whereas the [rifh were 
notorioufly not induftrious, not ingenious, nor at all practifed 





I in 


47 


45 





PARLIAMENTARY [MARCH f3 


in the arts-of manufacture. The only way that he could folve 
the doubt was by fuppofing that the Manufacturers had their 
warehoufes full of goods, and that having oyt-manufactured the 
home market, they greedily grafped at the fpeculativ® profpect 
of immediate profit, commercial advantages from clearing thcir 
ftores and carrying their manufactures to the market of France. 
In theological controverfy it was a maxim to commend that 
argument that fuited beft the favourite point in debate. Perhaps 
fomething fimilar to this prevailed i: refpect to the opinions of 
Manufacturers, and that although they were not deemed fuf- 
ficient authorities to be relied on, when they delivered their 
judgments againft a meafure that Government withed to bring 
forward, yet they were now to be referred to as. oracles of 
truth, becaufe they were filent and murmured not at a project, 
big with prefent advantage to themfelves. He had the honour 
to be known to feveral of the Manufacturers, and he knew them 





_ to be honeft and ingenious men; but when they were led away 
, by the profpect of gain, aie that point that prudence had 


chalked out as their proper {phere of action, it was the duty of 
their Lordfhips to interfere, and to curb the avarice of the 
Manufacturer. Having been as determined a friend to the 
Irifh Propofitions, as he was a determined foe to the Commer- 
cial Treaty, it might poffibly be afked how he, who had juft ar- 
raigned the confiftency of the Irifh Propofitions, could recon- 
cile his own confiftency ? T wo words would doit. T :two 
meafures differed toto cælo from each other. In the [rifh Pro- 
pofitions, he had not been without his doubts; but what recon- 
ciled him to haward his vote was, he was giving his confent 
that one part of the empire fhould be rendered more flourifhing 
than it was. In forwarding the intereft of Ireland, he was 
forwarding the intereft of Great- Britain, and taking nothing 
out of the general fcale of the interefts of the empire. What 
was he now called upon to do? to give that to the natural rival 
of the Britith empire, to make Il'rance rich, and confequently, 
if the two countries, by means of the Treaty, throve equally 


in 





A. 1787.) O EBAT E 5 


in point of refources, we were not only, comparatively fpeak- 
Ing, In fatu quo, but France was better off than we were in the 
proportion of twentw-four millions to eight millions. It had, 
he obfer rved, been ufed us an argument, that we had a mieten 
of twenty-four millions of cuftomers opened to us, before it 
was admitted that thofe twenty-four millions would become 
cuftomers in their aggravated comparifon equally with three 
times eight millions, the number of cuftomers that conftituted 
our home market. e thould beg leave to defire, that it might 
be made appear that thefe twenty-four millions of new cuftomers 
had individually the fame occafions for purchafing, the fame 
inclination to buy, and the fame wealth to enable to pay for 
what they bought, as the eizht millions had. 

‘The Bifhop having ftated this, went more into detail. He 
faid, Mr. Wedgewood, one of the moft refpeétable Gentlemen 
of that defcrivtion, had witnelled, that if the tools the Britifh 
Manufacturers worked with, were got into the pofleffion of 
foreign artifts, we might look in vain for the {uperiority we had. 
hitherto maintained. What would their Lordfhips then fay, 
when they heard he had been told by a Manufaéturer of Bir- 
mingham, a man of the firft credit and charater, that there was a 
public room in Paris where all the various tools ufed.by our 
Manufacturers were kept for the infpe@tion of French workmen. 
He faid he had not authority to mention the Manufacturer’s 
name, mercly becaufe he had not atked his permiffion fo to do, 
not imagining he fhould have occafion to ftate the fact there. 
The Noble Marquis, the Bifhop obferved, had admitted, that he 
believed the Manufacturers of the large Plate @slafs might be 
fufferers by the Treaty; he could go further, and affure the 
Houfe, that not only in the Plate Glafs, but the other forts of 
Glafs, the French would rival us; a very capital Glafs Manu- 
facturer having afiured him, that he fhould break up his Manu- 
factory entirely, and import all the Glafs he fold, and that he 
had not a doubt but that the public would drink their French 
Wines out of French giafies. As a proof of the fupscriority of 
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the French.in refpe& to Glafs,; bothin point of {kill and cheap- 
nefs of workmanhhip, the Bifhop declared the fame Manufacturer 
had fhewn him a cut‘glafs, purchafed at a public fhop in Paris 
for 2s. 11d. and that he had fent a glafs of the fame {ize and 
{hape to be cut here in London, when the workman charged 
him five fhillings for the bare cutting. In the article of Iron, 
likewife, proof was to be had, that the French not only had Iron 
as well as we, but that they knew how to work it as well, and 
in fome refpects better. In Burgundy they had long fince caft 
Iron in pigs, as good as we caft in Colebrook Dale; and they 
had fince caft the Iron Pipes that fupplied the City of Paris 
with water, which always ufed to be caft in England till of 
late; add to which, they could bore cylinders better than we 
could. With regard to Coal, he faid, he had good reafon to 
think they had Coal as well as we, when they would give them- 
{elves the trouble to dig for it, as the {trata of their earth in many 
parts exactly refembled our ftrata, where the ground was in- 
cumbent over coal pits. Befides, a French autlror, of great 
authority, Monfieur Helot, one of the beft writers on the fub- 
je& of Mines, fo long ago as the year 1750, has a paflage, 
which he (the Bifhop) would give to the Houfe, but in Eng- 
lifh, as his pronunciation of French was not the beft, and he 
did not wifh to improve it with any farther commerce with 
France. His Lordfhip then ftated the paflage, in which the 
author declared, there were in many parts of France, coals at 
leaft as good (du moins auffi bon) asin England. In refpect to 
Woollens, he declared, he had no great apprehenfions; the 
French fuperfiges might indeed underfell us. Being made en- 
tirely of Spanifh wool, they were lighter and of pleafanter wear ; 
but he denied that the French pofleffled the art of dyeing in 
greater perfection than we did; our blacks and {fcarlets were 
now as good a colour as their blacks and fearlets. ‘dhe Bifhop 
faid, he had a part of a black coat on, which was dyed by a 
new procefs; and was as good a colour then as any French 
black; the army and the clergy therefore might be fupplicd with 
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their coats at home. He added various other arguments to 
prove, that there was little reafon for us to boaít of any very 
great fuperiority in point either of pofleffion of materials for 
manufacture, or of ingenuity of workmanfhip. With regard 
to the 300,00al. deficiency in the Cuftoms, he faid; he would 
fairly confefs, he | fee a way in which it might be made up, 
viz. from the additional quantum of duty collected on the 
additional import of French Wines. In order to illuftrate this 
pofition, he inftanced the cafe of Ireland, where it was clear to 
demonftration, was grank more than twice as much wine as 
before, when they imported Claret and not Port. After going 
, through a vaft field of obfervation and argument, the Bifhop 
apologized for having taken fo much of the time of the Heute, 
and declared he had delivered his real opinion. He faid, “he had 
too much pride fervilely to enlift under the banners of any Mi- 
niftry, or any oppofition; indeed, it would have been a pro- 
fanation of his facred veftments to have acted in fo bafe a man- 
«ner. He profefled himfelf a determined enemy to the Commer- 
cial Treaty, becaufe he believed it to be big with fatal confe- 
quences to his country; but fhould what was in the womb of 
time prove his opinion to have been errontous, he fheuld rejoite 
at the circumftance, and be one of the firft to confefs his error, 
and to ridicule, as abfurd and vifionary, that imbecility of his 
reafon. 

Lord Walfingham replied, and obferved that the Right Reve- ae — 
gend Prelate had himfelf anfwered his main objection, viz. the ii 
argument of the deficiency of 300,000l. in the Cultoms, by 
{tating that it would be made up by the duty on French Wines 
‘alone. That eing granted, hfs Lordfhip faid, it muft necef- 
farily follow that a large addition of revenue muft refult from 
other articles of import. Lord Walfingham declared the Noble 
Marquis, who opened the debate, had fo fully aid fo ably gone 
into the whole of the argument, that he had fuperfeded the 
neceflity for him to fay much; the Noble Marquis, however, 
having cleared the ground f r him, he would take the liberty of 
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ftating a few ftriking particulars, which would, he conceived, 
fully eftablifh, to the fatisfaGtion of their Lordfhips, very great 
advantages that muft neceflarily refult frem the whole of the 
Treaty. His Lordfhip then, in a clear and mafterly manner, 
went thrcugh the whole Treaty, accompanying what he faid 
with pertinent hiftorical remarks and illuftrations. 

Lord Forte/cue fupported the Treaty as a meafure obvioufly 
beneficial to the country, and in norefpect more fo, than in its 
reftoring to Great- Britain a large defcription c. subjects who 
had long been eftranged from it; he meant that numerous body 
of men who had for years lived by carrying on the bufinefs of 
{mugeling, and who having been bred to the fea, might, after 
the Treaty was carried into effect, earn their living with credit 
and fafety to themfelves, and with advantage to their country. 

‘The Earl of Hopetoun gave his reafons for fupporting the 
Treaty, and among a variety of other obfervations, declared, 
that he hoped the confequences would be lafting amity and 
friendfhip with France, whom he never wifhed Great-Britain 
fhould have occafion to meet in the field again fword in hand. 
His Lordfhip declared, he fhould be ready to vote the thanks of 
the Houfe 4o Minifters, for having made a Treaty fo beneficial 
to their country. 

Lord Stormont fpoke againft it. His Lordfhip adduced vari- 
ous new arguments. Speaking of the excellence, ingenuity, 
and fkill of our manufactures, he confeffed that he laboured un- 
der an obvious difadvantage. He {poke of the Athenians to the 
Athenians, and undoubtedly, as the Houfe participated in the 
fame of Britifh Manufacturers, they liked to hear them praifed. 
He faid, as his fentiments on the fubject, he feared, would not’ 
meet the approbation of the majority, he would fhelter himfel€ 
undcr 2 great name, that of Lord Bacon, who, in his hiftory of 
Henry VII. faid, that Prince ** firft bent the policy of this 
countrysfrom profit to power.’ This was a maxim he wifhed 
to imprefs on their Lordfhips’ minds. If we facrificed to profit, 
and loft fight of power, we miftook our fituation, and muf? 
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forego all pretenfions to being deemed a great nation, the Holders 
of the Balance of Power in Europe! He contrift d our cha- 
racteriftic with that of Holland. ‘The avowed olject of that 
Republic was profit folely. We fhould be fe. f lefs ideots if 
we aimed at fo bafe and fo abje&t an attainment. His I ordfhip 
faid, he would fpeak to the Treaty in its two different points of 
view, viz. as a Commercial Treaty, and as a Treaty ot Navi- 
eation, and fiit to the Commercial objeéts. His Lordfhip 
urzed a variety of reafons why he thought the advantages pre- 
carious and doubtful, With regard to the Cotten Manufactory, 
he ftated that there were already two of Arkwiight’s Machines 
erected near Rouen. There was little doubt, therefore, but 
the French might in a fhort time rival us in that manufacture of 
which we now thought fo much. In regard to the tendency of 
the Treaty in refpe& to our Navigation, he pointed out the 4oth 
Article, that refpecting the Neutral Code, as particularly and 
highly objectionable. He alfo pointed out the Articles allow- 
ing the carrging of fhips mafts, yards, &c. &c. as likely to 
cripple this nation confiderably in time of future war. After 
going through the Treaty with his ufual pertinence and keen- 
nefs of animadverfion, his Lordfhip turned his argument from 
the meafure to the conduét of the Minifter. When he firft 
caine into office, he faid, the eyes of al] Europe had been upon 
him. Public expectation was greatly excited, becaufe his early 
difplay of uncommon talents gave mankind to look for much 
indeed. It was natural to regard young men, whofe firft onfet 
in life had been fplendid, as objects of confiderable expectation. 
‘This was the cafe with regard tothe prefent Mini#fter. All the 
world had heard of his extraordinary burfting forth into a politi- 
cal fituation, rarely entrufted in the hands of youth, and all the 
world hoped the fiuit would have proved equal to the promife of 
the bloflom. What was the refult? Enquire in any foreign 
Court, and the anfwer would be, the Minifter of England is 
entering into a clofe alliance with France ;—with France, the 
natural rival, the ancient foe to the greatnefs of this country, 
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Who, amidft fluctuating adminiftrations, had diflinguifined her- 
felf by uniformity of counfels, and uniformity of enmity to Great 
Britain! Let Noble Lords weigh the words, and they would be 
judges, what all Europe thought of the Britifh Nwiesfter. His 
Lordfhip followed thefe with a variety of other arguments 
againft the ‘Treaty, and inftanced the fortifications at Cher- 
bourg, and the Treaty of France with America and with 
Ruffia, as not unftriking indications of the fincerity of Fiıench 
profefiions tawards this country. 
a Lord Hawt /bury rofe ne; t, and begged therattention of the 
Houfe for a ew obfervations on what had fallen from the dif- 
ferent Noble Lords, who had fpoken in the debate. His Lord- 
fhip began by taking notice of Lord Stormont’s quotation from 
Lord Bacon, relative to Henry the Seventh, and faid, he was 
ata lofs to imagine where he was to look for any traces of the 
trade of this country before the time of Henry the Seventh, for 
though that Prince laid the foundation for the future Commerce 
of the country by removing difficulties, that hed tili then op- 
pofed themfelves in the way of trade, we certainly bad no 
Commerce prior to the time of Henry VII. fo far from it, we 
in that reign even fent our own wood to Flanders to be worked 
and manufattured. Jord Hawkefbury juftified tne Treaty by 
arguments of irrefiftible force; he faid, the Treaty did not de- 
prive us of the opportunity of making any alliances whatfoever ; 
it did not prevent us from entering into other I’rcaties; it 
merely promifed a moft ufeful extenfion of our trade, by en- 
abling our Manufacturers to carry their manufactures to the 
*narket of France. He reminded the Committec that France, 
from her fituation, being bounded by Spain, by Italy, by Ger- 
maħy, and by Flanders, promifed to prove the medium of ex- 
tending our commodities, and our manufacture, to almofft all 
the European world. He inftunced the cafe of Flanders, the 
balance of trade with which had bcen ftated the preceding day, 
by a Rigkt Rev. Prelate, to amount to 800,000]. He afked if 
Noble Lords thought the confumption of Flanders was equal 
to 
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to that amount? Certainly not. The largenefs of the fum 
was owing to the different countries to which our manufac- 
tures found their way through Fldpders. He mentioned the 
high duties that had till lat ly been ' mpofed upon our manu- 
factures in almoft every couptry in Europe, as if the nations 
of that quarter of the globe Had entered.int@ a combination, to 
defeat our deriving that advantage from the induftry and inge- 
nuity of our Manufacturers, that we had aright to expect. 
He followed thefe arguments with others of a fimilar nature, 
and replied to feveral parts of the Bifhop of Llandaff’s fpeech, 
and to what Lord Stormont had faid upon the soth Article, 
and upon fuch parts of the Treaty as related to the navigation 
of the country. | 
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The Marquis of Lanfdown ror, he faid, to juftify himfelf Marquis of 


for his conduct, as far as regarded the concern he had been 
known to have in drawing and negociating of the Preliminary 
‘Treaty of Peace, the 18th Article of which had, in the courfe 
of the converfation that day, and of the Debate the preceding 
day, been fo much commented upon. Had he not thought it 
due to their Lordfhips, and due to himfelf, that he fhould fay 
fomething in his own juftification, he declared he would not, 
at that late hour of the night, have intruded dpon their time. 
The Article in queftion had, he faid, been well explained by 
the Noble Lord who fpoke laft, and by other Noble Lords who 
had taken part in the Debate. T'he fact was, in making the 
Preliminary Treaty, he had itudioufly aimed at drawing it 
large, and leaving it open, fo as to commit the country as 
little as poffible. His Lordfhip obferved, that, in matters of 
that kindy there was as much merit in omiffions as in infertions. 
The attainment of that merit had been his obje&t. He took 
notice of the Commercial Treaty then under confideration, 
and faid, for the principle’ of that Treaty he was ready ta 
confefs himfelf deeply refponfible. As far as the principle 
went, he had prepared the ei for it, but he hâd not pufhed 
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it at the time of the Treaty of Peace, becaule he thought the 
country not ripe for the conciufion of a Commercial ‘J reaty 
at that day, but thought it more wife to have it ready to be 
proceeded upon by any future Government, fatisfced with 
having put it in fuch a train, that if the completion aid exe- 
cution of the meafure fell into any decent hands, it could not 
pofibly fail of being fuccefsfully perfected: he declared, there- 
fore, that the Treaty had his entire approbation.—A Right 
Reverend Prelate had, he obferved, talked of having the 4o- 
nour to know feveral Manufacturers; he would not talk in that 
ftyle, becaufe he was not the man to flatter any body of Ma- 
nufacturers, or to court them for the fake of popularity, or any 
fuch idle purple ; he defpifed the idea, but at the fame time 
he was ready to do juftice tg the Manufacturers of the king- 
dom, to acknowledge that they were ingenious and intelligent 
men, and to do what it behoved every one of their Lordfhips 
to do, to honour the Manufacturers fo far as to admit them to 
them, to converfe with them freely, and by thag means the 
better to enable themfelves to do their duty in that Houle. 
The Manufacturers, he faid, would naturally come to them, 
inftead of its being nect fary for them to go in fearch of the 
Manufa€turer@®; and the reafon was obvious,—they wouid 
come for their own purpofe, their interc{t would oblige them 
to do fo, and much good would neceflarily refult from the 
communication. When he looked at the Commercial Treaty, 
he faid, he was proud of the conduct of the Manufacturers ; 
a conduct which their filence teftified fo greatly to their credit, 
and fo highly to their honour. The body of Englifh Manu- 
facturers had proved themfeives to be men of tenfe and under- 
ftanding,—men of enlightened minds, who faw the Treaty in 
its true light,—men who were upon a footing with even the 
French Minifters, and knew the drift and tendency of the 
‘Treaty as weil as they did. Any man, he repeated it, might 
be proud, tilais country might be proud, that her Manufaćtu- 
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rers, in a body, came down from their ftrong holds, fenced in 
as they were by prohibitions, and mixed with the world: in 
that they refembled the conduct of a defpotic Prince, who, 
being akove narrdéw prejudices, difbands his army, difmifles 
his garrifon, quits his fortification, comes down fiom his 
throne, and walks into council, placing himfelf on a footing 
with the Council-board, and truits entirely to the powers of 
fair reaíon and argument, rather than to the dread of his 
{trength, or to the impreffion the fear of his refentment might 
create. Ina like manner, the Manufacturers, feated as they 
had been on the throne of monopoly, had generoufly defcended 
from it, and feeing the true policy of the meafure, confented 
without a murmur to give up all their prohibisions, to meet 
the foreign Manufaéturer in his own market, to travel abroad 
with their manufactures, and to bring home wealth in one 
hand, and revenue in the other. 

His Lordfhip explained the nature of the Commercial Treaty, 
by faying that he would not adopt the arguments of the Noble 
Lords near him, nor talk of this country having a commercial 
connexion with France as a newthing. A new thing! where 
was he to find that? in what book was he to fearch for it? 
If he knew any thing of the hiftory of this ceuntry, the not 
being in a Treaty of Commerce with Fraace was more novel, 
and more modern, than entering into fuch a Treaty.— The 
Noble Vifcount had talked of the reign of Henry the Seventh, 
and the Noble Lord, who had fpoken laft, had truly faid, he 
knew not of any commerce this country had, prior to that 
time. It was undoubtedly true, that Great-Britain had ‘not 
any commerce till after that reign : fhe had, for a century, 
been engroffed in wars in France, wars for pofigflions there; 
but they had not been wars of this country, not‘ifland wars, 
not the wars of England. From the period of that reign, we 
were connected with Fiance, and continued to be connected 
till the reign of the Stuarts; after which that whe man, who 
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governed this country fo well, Oliver Cromwell, entered int 
a Treaty with France, which was adhered to till the Second 
James came to the throne. After that, when Willian the 
‘Third was King, the character of wh fe reign they all knew, 
a different policy prevailed; but, greit as the fame of that 
Prince was, it was not, he believed, much encreafed by his 
Du’ch wars. In 1713, however, a new Treaty was formed, 
and durins the long adminiftration of Sir Robert Walpole, 
this country was again at peace with I rance, and in tre.ty 
with her. [his was, his Lordfhip faid, enough to fhew tl at 
it was the old fyitem to be in a Treaty of Commerce with 
France.—W ith regard to our being the watural enemy of France, 
he denied that we could be the natural enemy of any country. 
‘There was no fuch thing, he contended, unlefs where one 
country held a province belonging to the other, and was ac- 
tually in the performance of fome aét of injuftice; there, in- 
cced, the country fo holding a province of another, or actually 
in the performance of an aét of injuftice, might be declared 
the natural enemy of the other country: he therefore repro- 
bated and condemned the idea of our terming Frauce the na- 
tural enemy of Great-Britain, or, vice verfa, he condemned 
all the nonfefife of calling France perfidious and deccitful. 
He faid, he was not fond of calling hard names at any time, 
and it was not only beneath the dignity of this country, but 
in the cafe of France, utterly groundlefs. The prefent French 
King, he faid, was a lover of juftice, and a lover of his fub- 
jects, as much fo as Louis the Fourteenth was a lover of glory 
and of ambition. His Lordfhip drew the parallel very clearly 
between Louis the Fourteenth and Louis the Sixtcenth, and 
after having exhibited a forcible portrait of the two, h. faid, 
the natural enemy of Great-Britain, and of every other ítate, 
was the Ning of Pruffia, who had an exifting army of 300,000 
men. Ie was thofe who kept up fuch monftrous armics, to 
debauch the*world, and carry defpotifm from one place to ano- 
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ther, that ought to be regarded as the natural enemics of this 
country.—After fuggefting this, he faid, there were two rea- 
fons for our changing our fyftem with regard to trade, and 
thefe were, our*monopolies became odious from their felfifh- 
nefs, and our prohibitions and high duties had generated that 
moniter, the illicit T rader, whofe rapid ftrides had become 
ferious in the extreme, and had excited the amazement of the 
world,—-that contemptible animal, called a Smuggler, having, 
as it were, Carried his practices to fucha pitch, as to have de- 
fied the power of check or controul, and almoft to have taken 
the government into his own hands. A change of fyftem, 
therefore, became neceflary, and thence the Commercial 
‘Treaty with France, who was herfelf determined on pacific 
conduct, and to turn her attention principally to trade and 
commerce.—His Lordfhip ridiculed the learned Prelate’s ba- 
lances of the ftate of our trade during the Jaft and prcfent cen- 
tury, and faid, no Cuftem-houfe books, no baiances of any 
kind foewer, were capable of fhewing the flourifhing ftate of 
our trade: it was beyond all apprehenfion, but not eafily come 
at, becaufe the Manufacturers were not to be trufted on cer- 
tain occafions, and efpecially refpecting the itate of our home 
market. He declared, when a Manufactur€r was queftioned 
as to high duties or prohibitions, he was not to be trufted; 
but when you talked to him of a foreign market, then he 
might be fafely relied on. ‘I hus, in the prefent cafe, he was 
perfuaded the Manufacturers might be depended upon, and he 
approved highly of their {fpirit, in confenting to go to meet 
the foreign Manufacturers in their own market. 

He took notice of what Lord Stormont had faid of the unj- 
formity of the councils of France, and the unifarmity of her en- 
mity to this country, and denied that either of them could be 
proved. In order to make out his own argument, he went 
much at large into a hiltory of the origin of all our wars with 
Fiance of late years, and fhewed that we had, *in each particu- 
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lar inftance, been Jed into war with that country by fon a cı- 
dental incident, o: fomc unfor feen circumftance, that bore no 
relation to uniformity of councils or uniformity of cnmity. Fie 
condemned, therefure, all idea of forbciring to take ady. ntave 
of the larget maiket on the face of the globc, the l rench 
market, and on that ground commended the French Commer- 
cial Treaty. He faid, he hoped Nliinift rs would not, on that 
account, however, fail to watch the motions of France ; and 
when any part of her conduct looked like her {till pofteffing a 
lurking paffion for ambition, that they would take care to hold 
a language proclaiming it to all the world, and a language be- 
coming the dignity of this country. The ftupendous works 
going on at Cherbourg, were, he faid, fit fubject for a repre- 
fentation, though from the accounts he had received, he was 
not of opinion that thofe works would come to any thing. He 
had lately feen fome engineers, and converfed with them upon 
the fubject, who told him, that in their opinion, the works at 
Cherbourg would not be of the ufe that France imagired. Per- 
haps the fortifications now going on at the Port of Cherbourg 
were to be accounted for, as fome things here were. The 
Minitters of each department might be left to a& feparately, 
and thus the Mirifter of one department might be endeavouring 
to fignalize himfelf, without the concurrence of the reft of the 
French Government. He gave the French the character of a 
polite and amiable people, and faid much of their refolution to 
keep in their prefent pacific humour. 

Speaking of the ‘I reaty, he expreffed his aftonifhment how 
the afticle refpecting the neutral code came to be inferted, and 
declared, he perfectly agreed with the Noble Vifcount refpeét- 
ing it, exceptigg only that he did not for the {ame reaf>on regret 
it, 2s he rather feared that Ruffia and France fhould enter inta 
an alliance, than make a war upon each other. He {poke 
much at large upon this head, and faid, we had refufed Holland, 
and we had réfufed Ruffia the favour of that article, and the 
latter, even when we were under the necefity of courting her 
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alliance during the late war; why, therefore, Nlinifters fhould 
now have given it to France, and put it in her power to give it 
to Ruffia, he coyJd not imagine. He faw no occafion for it 
whatevér ; nor would he admit that, by the Preliminaries of the 
‘Treaty of Peace, Minifters were bound to take any article of 
the Commercial Treaty from the Treaty of Utrecht. He was 
a little furprifed alfo, that in drawing the Commercial Treaty, 
the ‘Ivreaty of Utrecht fhould be copied. Lefs antiquated lan- 
guage, and articles drawn moie in modern ftyle, might, he 
thought, have been inferted. He mentioned the Irfh Propofi- 
tions, and faid, it was obvious why the manufac urers, who d'd 
not like that meafure, were friends to this. Ireland afforded but 
a {mall and fcanty market, and that market was al eady in their 
pofiefion ; they did not therefore choofe to rifque the hazard ; 
but France afforded them a much larger market, in proportion 
as 240,000 inhabitants were fuperior to three or four million. 
But Ireland, he faid, coufd not be fuffered to remain as fhe was, 
after pafling of the Treaty, becaufe that country could not furely 
be meant by Government to ftand in the fingular predicament 
of receiving greater fivours from France than fhe wis entitled 
to from England. It was idle, he contended, to t Ik of the 
Irifh Propofitions having been offered and rejected, and theire- 
fore that nothing elfe was to be done for Ireland. He obferved, 
that if Ireland was independent of this country, his Miajefty’s 
Minifters were as clofely connected with the Parliament of that 
country as of this, and it behoved them to take care that fome- 
thing was done to draw the interefts of the kingdom clofer to 
thofe of England, and thereby to ftrengthen the general interefts 
of the empire. 

He mentioned, that there were in the Commercial A reaty 
on each fide three or fou- unreciprocal fpec’es of goods or pro- 
duce ; on the part of France, her wines, her brandies, her 
oils, and her vinegars: on our part, coal, tin, and lead; the 
unrcciprocil articl s of France were luxurics, whereas our u i- 
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siufactory. As therefore we gave France an evident advantage 
in taking her produce, and that produce of fuch a nature, he 
meant that France fhould have given us a copfiderable advan- 
tage in return, and he would fairly fay, the advantage fie had 
in his contemplation was, what had a reference to our naviga- 
tion. In fhort, as we gave France the land, fhe fhould have 
let us have the fea. Another omiffion-he obferved in the Teaty, 
and that was material, viz. relative to our affairs inthe Eaft- 
Indies. He defcribed our poflefions in that quarter of the 
globe, and obferved that France had a fmall bit in a corner in 
the middle of our pefleffions, like a fingle field in the middle of 
a gentleman’s eftate,. He ftated, that he had received informa- 
tion, that our Eaft-India Company had ately been in treaty 
with France, and that the ‘Treaty was fe far concluded as to 
have been actually figned, but luckily France refufed to accept 
it onthe terms fpecified. He heartily rejoiced that fhe had, 
fince he learnt that if the Treaty had been accepted by France, 
we fhould have loft every one of the advantages that the Defini- 
tive Treaty gave us in India, fuch as the right of. pre-enfption, 
&c. and that not the fmalleft care had betr taken of our 
navigation. His Lordfhip expatiated on this for fome minutes. 
At length, after touching on a variety of important articles, he 
came to {peak of Portugal, and declared it had aftonifhed him 
to hear the Houfe debating the day before about Portugal, which 
he muft contend, was a confideration totally foreign to the 
Commercial Treaty with France, fo much fo, that he went 
- away vexed the preceding evening that Minifters fhould have 
gone into a debate about it. Had he been to advife, he would 
not have fuffered Minifters to have given any anfwer, further 
than a declaratién that a Treaty was pending, and, therefore, 
that they would not give a paper, .or fay a word upon the fub- 
ject. The Treaty contained a full referve for Portugal, and 
that was enough ; but Noble Lords had talked about prievances 
of the merchans as matters of flight importance. ‘They were 
far otherwife. When he was in ofice in 1767, they were 
{tated 
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{tated to him, and he end avoured to obtain redrefs; whem he 
came into office again in 1782, he found them ftill unredrefled. 
He would not, he faid, as other Lords had, talk of the Methuen 
‘Treaty ag the bafis Of our trade with Portug. l, but mention the 
‘Treaties, the Methuen Treaty being nothin, more than a con 
vention referring to Olver Cromwell’s Treaty in 1650. By 
thofe ‘Treaties Great-Britain vas to be empowered to have not 
only a navigation to Lifbon, and to be entitled tothe benefit of 
Lifbon harbour, but to a decifive navigation to the Brazils, 
and arefidence there. All thofe conditions Portugal had denied 
to fulfl. She ha, befides, loaded our woollens with heavy 
duties, and even taxed the wines we purchafed of her. Of 
thefe grievances repeated remonftrances had been made, but 
without fuccefs. ‘“Trufting to the natural indolence of Great- 
Britain, Portugal had gone on accumulating freth grievances, 
and what was very extraordinary, receiving frefh favours from 
Great-Britain ; for juft as he had hinted, that the affair of 
Cherbourg might have happened, fo he believed the cafe of 
Portugal might be accounted for. Each Secretary of State had 
regularly remonftrated, and at the very time the ‘Treafury had 
granted fome new favour. No longer ago than laft Seffions of 
Parliament, when wines were excifed, a favour ħad been done 
to Portugal. His Lordfhip faid,.fuch being the nature of the 
cafe, he was convinced no redrefs could have been obtained, 
had not Government concluded a ‘Treaty with France. He 
declared he wifhed well to Portugal, but it was high time that 
fhe was compelled to comply with the ftipulations of the ‘Treaty 
fhe had figned with this country. As a child by degrees takes 
more and more liberties till at length the parent is oblized to 
be rough, and infift on fubordination, fo with Portugal, fhe 
had gone on adding violation of Treaty to violation, and at laft, 
he fuppofed, it would coft this country a ftruggle; he trufted, 
however, that it would be no more than a ftruggic. He {poke 
highly of the Portuguefe Minifters, as well thofe” formerly as 
the prefent, and faid, he could not conceive that Portugal 
woul? 
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would not’ on proper reprefentation, confent to remedy the 
grievances in queftion, becaufe Portugal had received confider- 
able fervice from this country, and had not aloft her fenfes. If 
fhe broke with us, who was to drink 12,000 tons“of wines 
annually ? 

He obferved, that the Seventh Article of the Treaty was fo 
drawn, that he could not underftand it. According to the 
ftipulation with Portugal, her wines were to be received in 
Great-Britain on lower duties than the wines of France; but 
according to the Seventh Article of the Treaty, it appeared 
that they would come in lower than any other wines, even than 
the wines of Spain. After an infinite variety of obfervations 
and arguments, the Marquis indulged himfelf in fome general 
refleQions on the conduét of the two countries of Great-Britain 
and France. The latter, he faid, could boaft of a virtuous 
people, whereas, if we went on rotting in our corruption, and 
facrificing the Army, the Church, and the State, to the paltry 
purpofe of procuring a majority in both Houfes, abufing each 
other, talking of a coalition and fuch ftuff and nonfenfe, we 
could neither expeét to be profperous, wealthy, nòr powerful. 
He concluded with declaring, that he fhould vote for the 
Refolution. 

Lord Townferd affigned his reafons for thinking Cherbourg 
would not prove of the fervice to France that fhe might expect ; 
his Lordthip compared Cherbourg with Dunkirk, and contend- 
ed, that there was an efiential difference between a deep-water 
hasbour, and a harbour formed by projecting points, which an 
enemy can crfize acrofs, and command as fhe paffes. His- 
Lordfhip expreffed himfelf at any rate adverfe to his Majefty’s 
Minifters remonftrating with the Court of France on that fub- 
ject juft at prefent, as the doing fo would fruftrate the com- 
pleating the negociation of the Commercial Treaty, which his 
Lordthip faid he was happy to know, was likely to be well 
received in Ireland. He hoped therefore it would prove a 


means of making the country fome amends for the failure of the 
Pro- 


















A. 1787.] D E BATES 65 


Propofitions. His Lordfhip talked of the Bill as a Bill of ex- 
periment, and thought it on that ground urobjeétionable. He 
declared therefore hg would vote for the Retfolution. 

Lord Chrlifle rofe to thank Lord Lanfdown for having done p "l of Car- 

the Houfe that favour, which they had not been able to collet ” 
from the filence of Minifters, viz. that the nature of the 
grievances which the merchants had to complain of againft the 
Court of Portugal, and whicn appeared to him to have been fo 
trifling, that if Minifters had treated Portugal like a fpoilt child, 
and frowned a little at it, it would have come to itfclf and be- 
haved better, without the neceffity of more violent correction. 
His Lordfhip commented on the Noble Marquis’s having ad- 
vifed Minifters to be filent refpecting Portugal; he affured the 
Noble Marquis they had no occafion for his advice, for it was 
very rare indeed that they broke filence on any occafion. He 
animadverted on the Noble Marquis’s manner of fpeaking of 
France, and faid, fomething ‘of the ftyle of mentioning that 
kingdom had got into debates in both Houfes, and even into 
the mouths of Minifters ; that it feemed to have been felected 
out of the novels of a circulating library, or out of fentimental 
comedies. 

The Marquis of LanJdown thanked thé Noble Earl for having Marquis of 
endeavoured to correct him, but begged leave to fet the Noble as 
Earl right ; he appealed to their Lordfhips whether he had paid 
fo refpectable a kingdom as Portugal fo bad a compliment as to 
compare it to a fpoilt child, or whether he had faid, the griev- 
ances we had to complain of were trifling. On the contrary, 
the Committee could witnefs that he had ftated them to be 
weighty and mementous, and that he had affigned as one reafon 
for his approving of the prefent Commercial ‘Treaty with F rance, 
his conviĉtion that without that Treaty in their hands, Minifters 
would not be able to obtain that redrefs from Portugal which 
this country had a right to expect. His Lordfhip faid fome 
handfome things of the prefent Portuguefe Minifter, and of the 
Court of Lifbon; and before he fat down, in anfwer to Lord 
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Carlifle’s declaration, that fome expreffions that had been ap- 
plied to France, appeared to have been felected out of fenti« 
mental novels, or fentimental comedies, he affured the Noble 
Earl he never wrote either, but he had a profounderefpect for 
thote that had. 

Lord Carlifle, in a fhort reply, thanked the Noble Marquis 
for having fully {tated the real nature of the complaints that 
yemained to be redrefled by the Court of Portugal. 

The Chairman put the Queftion, and the Committee divided, 

Contents, S81. Not Contents, 35. 

The Chairman was directed to report progrefs, and afk leave 
to fit again; and the Houfe being refumed, immediately ad- 
journed, it being paft one in the morning. 


Monday, March S, 1787. 
C OMMERCIALŁLŁL TREAT: 


The Houfe received the Report from the Committee of the 
Refolutions ‘paffed on the Commercial Treaty, when the Clerk 
having read the firft, 

The Marquis of Buckingham rofe and faid, that having in 
the commencement of the bufinefs in the Committee, taken up 
fo much of their Lordfhips time in ftating at large the reafons 
on which he gave his affent to the Treaty, he fhould not now 
occupy their time by going over the ground again; but fhould 
for the prefent, content himfelf with moving, that their Lord- 
fhips fhould agree with the Committee in their Refo'utions. 
He begged leave, however, to referve to himfelf the right of 
offering any obfervations that might occur to him in confe- 
quence of what might be advanced. 


The Duke of Mancheffer entered at fome length into the dif- 


ManchsHere cuffion of the merits of the Treaty, and argued forcibly againft 
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its adoption. He faid he had th fulleft confidence that on a 
full and mature examination ıt would be found, that even in its 
moft favourable pomts the ‘Treaty would be formed highly ob- 
jeCtionable. There was no part of it, however, in which it 
was fo much fo, as in the article by which we yielded to the 
doctrine of the neutral code, and gave up the advantageous 
diftinétion which we held in the great article of navigation. 
Having done it in this inftance, it was impoffible that we could 
retain it with other powers; nay, we muft infult other powers 
to whom we had refufed the advantage, by giving it up in this 
manner toa nation, with whom at leaft we had no former con- 
nection, and to whom we certainly owed no obligation. He 
argued on this point for fome time, and faid, that in the prefent 
day of politenefs ıt would not be permitted to him to harbour 
even jealoufy of the French nation, much lefs muft he venture 
to offend their nice ears by calling them eith r treacherous or 
hoftile. “They muft no longer be termed the natural enemy of 
England; he would not, for his own part, aflume a tone offen- 
five to this new-fafhioned delicacy ; but he muft be permitted 
to fay, that without touching on the civility due from one 
nation to another, we had no good reafon for tru&ing implicitly 
to the French councils. Ali their former proceedings mani- 
fefted their dire&t hoftility to England. Without fearching 
deep into the hiftory of the two nations, he would only inftance 
their conduct in the laft war, when they, without the fhadow 
of a pretence, broke the profound peace that fubfifted between 
the two nations, and at the very moment when they were 
making the loudeft profeffions of friendfhip, @ntered into a 
Treaty with America, and aimed the moft deftructive blow at 
the power, dominion, and profperity of England. We muft 
fhut our eyes, ears, andunderftandings to every thing, if we 
muft believe that the Minifters of France alw ys meant honeftly 
what they profefied. An anecdote which o cuiged to him 
when in Paris, wa a ftrong pr of that they did not even them- 
felves think that they were, or ought to be trufte1. Ina tranf- 

F 2 action 














67 








>] s 
\ = A) a 
A TAN E 7 

CA ka 

SS vor “A 


PARLIAMENTARY 





[MARCH 5. 


action which he had with the great Minifter who was 
now no more, and who was in private life as honeft and as 
honourable a man as he ever met with—wyen he fhewed fome 
diftruft of what M. de Vergennes faid, he made ufe of thefe 
remarkable words, ** Je ne parle pas comme un Miniftre, 
mais comme un Gentilhomme, et ainfi depend de mon ho- 
neur.” I donot fpeak as a Minifter, but as a Gentleman, 
and therefore you may truft tomy honour.” He defired to 
know, if fince the peace the conduét of France had been fuch 
as to infpire us with confidence in her profeffions. A Noble 
Marquis obferved on a former day, that the Sovereign whom 
we ought moft to diftruft, was he who fhould maintain a large 
army in time of peace. On this he muft be permitted to ob- 
ferve, that being as we were, an ifland depending on our 
marine, we had nothing to dread from a Sovereign who 
merely poffelled a monftrous army, unlefs he alfo poffefled a 
powerful fleet. The enemy whom we had to dread was the 
Sovereign who decreafed his army to advance his maritime 
firength,—and fuch was the Monarch of France.° It was a 
fact, that ever fince the peace they had been purfuing the 
wifeft and moft vigorous means of increafing their navy. 
The peace was hardly concluded before a council was held to 
enquire into the ftata_ of the navy; and this was no fooner 
held, than orders were rapidly iffued for the moft ftrenuous 
effects in the parts moft advantageous for the fervice. ‘They | 
had hunted in every corner of the world for materials. They 
had made contracts for fhip-timber in all the Northern States 
of Europe, im America, and even in Afia. In the latter they 
had contracted for whole forefts. They had built no lefs than 
fixteen line of battle fhips fince the peace. What did all this 
tend to? ‘To infpire us with confidence in their pacific inten- 
tions? Surely not; fuch formidable preparations, attended 
with expences fo enormous at a time when they could fo ill 
bear expence, indicated nothing but hoftility, and that hof- 
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tility muft be pointed azainft Eneland; for were it againft any 
other powcr, her meins would be different. 

In this great political afpect, thercfure, he mult be free to 
give his opinion, with all proper refpect for the polite feelings 
of the day, that he diitrufted the views of France. In the 
Icfler confiderations of the I’reaty, the advantages of the Tariff, 
le had alfo his doubts. How few of the articles of manufacture 
were there which we enjoyed wi:hout their competition? He 
believed, that unlefs the Birmingham and Pottery branches in 
tne hardware, there was not an article in which they were 
not making vigorous and fuccefsful efforts to rival us. In 
glafs it was manifctt they would rival, if not excel us. In 
cabinet ware they were as dexterous, and fifty per cent. 
cheaper. In many other articles, even in woollens, he was 
afraid our manufacturers would find themfelves dev.eived in 
their fanguine expectations of increafed confumption. He 
begged pardon of their Lordfhips for detaining them fo long, 
but he thoufht it his duty to ftate his reafons for the vote he 
fhould giwe that night-againft the Treaty. 

The Marquis of Buckingham chiefly anfwered the Noble Margui- of 
Duke on the poiitical topics which he had topched. In re- pene? 
gard to the infincerity of the French, it certainly was not the 
defien of Nitnifters to confider the French as morally fincere 
at this time more than formerly. Neither was this Treaty to 
make Miinifters Icfs jealous of the defigns, or of the prepara- 
tions of France. The Noble Duke faid, there was evidence 
in hiflory of the French having been uniformly the natural 
enemy of England. In what hiftory, or in what part of Eu- 
rope coull the Noble Duke find a power that had been, or 
that was the natural friend ? “There was no fuch thing be- 
tween ind cpendent {tates as natural friendfhip, or natural en- 
mity. Ít was intereft and contingency all. What Minifters 
faid on the fubject of the Treaty was, that it gave us a 
rational nope for the duration of peace, becaufe it “made it the 
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intereft of the French to be frendly. Her true profp rity de- 
pended as much on the faithful purfuit of this new commercial 
connexion as did that of England; and this was the fum total 
of the ch which the Treaty madeon the relative condition 
of the two countries ; that it d ipofed them bo h to friendfhip, 
without Julling either into a dangcrous repofe in profeffi ns, 
or fufpending the neceffary precautions agair it danger. It was 
argued, that this Treaty tended to throw a great part of our 
com.ierce intothe hands of France; we run the alarming 
haza d of fuffering a lois in cafe of a war. What was the 
confequence of the laft war, when, though engaged with four 
maritime powers, our commerce was not only protected, but 
was ften to flourifh ; nay, when it contrived to fend into, 
and circulate through France our produce and manufactures $ 
‘There was an ability in the Englifh commerce which baffled 
competition; and the fame ability would be foun in our 
manufactures. He was by no means alarmed at what the 
Noble Duke had ftated of the condition of the French manu- 
factures. Not only our hardwares and pottery, butoour cot- 
tons and woollens, and various other moit valuable articles of 
our trade, would find their way into great and decifive circu- 
Jatton in France. 
Deke of The Duke of Manchefter fpoke in explanation, and added, 
<i that the moment Great-Britain, for the fake of temporary 
gain, departed from that great political fyftem by which fhe 
had rifen to eminence among the nations of Europe, from that 
moment fhe would degenerate, and become, like the Dutch, 
a mere nation of merchants. 
Lord Stor- Lord Vifcount Stormont declared, that he had not yet heard 
“eam a fyllable ir? fupport of the T’r-ity, that in the leaft altered 
his opinion. Adhering to thofe fentiments which he had the 
honour to deliver the other day, he would not trouble their 
Lordfhips with going over the fame ground. He could not 
avoid, however, taking an opportunity of condemning that 
part 
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part of the Treaty.in particular which recognized, »or at leaft 
tacitly acknowledged the principles of that fyítem which 
would be the ruin of our navy ;—he meant the Neutral Code. 





FI 


The Earl of Carlifle perfifted in thinking the Treaty, both Ear! of 


in its principle and in the detail, hoftile to the interefts of this 
country, notonly ina political, but in a commercial point of 
view. He admitted the fuperiority of our manufa@tures, but 
dreaded that we fhould not long be able to preferve that fupee 
riority ; and with refpect to our fuperiority of induftry, that 
was of a more temporary nature than even the other. His 
Lordfhip animadverted on the condu& of Minifters, in truft- 
ing the bufinefs entirely to Noble Lords, who, from their 
fituation, could not be fuppofed to be fo well acquainted with 
the fubject as themfelves. [He alluded to the Marquis of 
Buckingham and Lord Hawkefbury.] Had not it been for the 
volunteer fervices of thofe Noble Peers, of whofe abilities he 
profeiied he had a high opinion, the Houfe might have re- 
maincd in otal darknefs, without even a ray of minifterial 
light to illuminate their underftandings. Minifters, his Lord- 
fhip ironically obferved, no doubt preferved their filence on 
the fame grounds that they had ftated the Manufacturers to 
have done, and that, like them, it was to be interpreted asa 
pofitive and direct approbation of the Igeaty. He, however, 
thought it was a duty incumbent on thofe, who were refpon- 
iible for the meafures of Government, to fupport thofe mea- 
fures themfelves. 





The Marquis of Carmarthen affured the Houfe, that his Marqui- of 


filence on the fubject of the Treaty had not proceeded from 
any want of due rcfpect to their Lordfhips, nor from any dif- 
ficulty that he found in being able to fupport a meature which 
he was firmly convinced would be of infinite advantage to this 
country. Had it originated in that Houfe, he fhould have 
thought it his duty to have given his fentiments fully an the 
fubject ; but as it had already been fo often difcuffed, he 
deemed it unneceflary to go at length into the confideration of 
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ic. The Noble Marquis then went into a general detence of 
the Treaty, which, in every view that he had confideied ir, 
he aflerted to be highly advantageous toEngland, in the exten- 
fion of her commerce; that it would tend“to promots¢ an ami- 
cable intercourfe between the countries; and while it gave us 
thofe advantages in point of commerce, he faid, we loft no- 
thing in a political fenfe. 

The Earl of Sandwich expected tu have heard from Minifters 
the moit ample information on a queftion af fo much magni- 
tude as the prefent, but he had been difappointed. When he 
had the honour of a fhare in Adminiftration, thofe Noble per- 
fons, who now preferved {uch profound filence, were the firft 
to call on his Majefty’s Minifters for that information, which, 
from their fituation, they were bound to give. The Noble 
Marquis, who had juft fpoken, feemed to place much confi- 
dence in the operation of the Treaty, and particularly in its 
pacific effe&t. For his own party fo far was he from imagin- 
ing that it would tend to prolong peace, he was tonvinced it 
would have a contrary tendency. Every commercial, negocia- 
tion between rival nations, fo far as experience led him to 
judge, had been productive of diffention. Had not our Com- 
mercial Treavies with Spain occafioned all our difputes with 
that nation? And if we look to private life, do we not fee 
that a jarring of interefts interferes with the beft difpofitions, 
and is always the means of fowing the feeds of difcord? Pow- 
erful nations, fo nearly fituated, muft invariably be rivals, 
and they have been fo, from the age of Rome and Carthage 
down to the time when Great-Britain and France flourifhed 
as rival countries. He had known France in negociation ; 
he knew her to be a wife and an agreeable nation, but he 
knew likewife that fhe was artful and infidious. She had but 
one great objeét in view, which fhe fteadily purfued—her own 
apyrandizement upon the ruin of Britain. Unfortunately for 
this country, her councils were direéted by no uniform pur- 
fuit; fhe muft therefore be the dupe of the {fuperior policy af 
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France. What were we to think of her ftupendoys fottifica- 
tions at Cherbourz? ‘They were not defenfive, they were of- 
fenfive works, and he could not but admire the addrefs of that 
nation, who, with all the fhew of hoftile preparation, had 
prevailed upon a rival to enter into a cordial Treaty of Alliance 
with her. He confeffed, he viewed thofe fortifications with 
a jealous eye, and he thought it was incumbent on us to look 
to our own coatts. He was a friend to the navy, and he was 
alfo a friend to fortification, fo far as it aided the navy. What 
muft be the confequences of the fortifications at Cherbourg ? 
Will they not neceflarily oblige us to keep a larger fleet in the 
Channel, thah ever we had found neceflary before? Such 
being the cafe, it was furely effential to our fecurity that we 
fhould follow the example of France, fo far as to proteét our 
coatts, and by that means to leave our fleet more at liberty to 
act elfewhere. With refpe&t to the commercial part of the 
Treaty, he faw none of thofe advantages which the advocates 
of it held out; for thofe reafons he found himfelf compelled 
to give þis negative to the Motion. | 

Lord Portche/ffer renewed his objections to the Treaty; nor 








even had the Noble Marquis (Lanfdown) who had fpoken fo ch 


ably on both fides of the queftion, made any in®preffion on his 
mind. 


Lord Port- 
Cre 


The Duke of Richmond rofe next, and began his fpeech with Duke of 


faying, that the fortifications at Cherbourg were not the only 
works which it was in the contemplation of France to erect ; 
and this was not owing to any want of vigilance in Admini- 
{tration: it was in contequence of the laft Definitive ‘Treaty 
of Peace, which unequivocally yielded up the important arti- 
cle of the demolition of the fortifications at Dunkirk. The 
fortification of Dunkirk then was the next objeét which would 
certainly attract the attention of France. ‘his would give 
her ftill more the command of the Channel, and it muft of 
neceflity oblige us to. counteract her operations, by looking to 


the protection of our own coafts. He adverted to what the 
Noble 
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Noble Marquis (Lanfdowne) had faid on .this fubject on a 
former debate. It was abfurd to contend, that we could re~ 
monftrate and fay to France, you muft not carry on thofe for- 
tifications, With the fame propriety fhe might come and fay 
to us, you are not to fortify your dock-yards at Portimouth 
and Plymouth. With refpeét to the different queftions afked 
by the Noble Marquis, Why had we not diflented from the 
Neutral Code? Why had we not fettled the ftate of India? 
&c. &c. he would tell their Lordfhips, fhortly, that the rea- 
fon they had not done fo was, becaufe France would not have 
Jiftened to their propofitions. 

His Grace then proceeded to take a curfory view of the 
Commercial Treaty, which he defended both in its pri. ciple 
and in the detail. He prefumed on the filence of the Manu- 
faCturers, as a pofitive proof of their approbation, and had 
they come to the Bar, he was convinced they would have given 
fuch information of the advantages to be derived to their re- 
{pective manufactures, that it would have alarmed France, 
The immenfe advantage which this country derived rom the 
abundance of fuel in our coal mines, was the life and foul of 
our manufactures, and it would always give us a decided fu- 
periority, which France, deprived of thofe advantages, never 
can combat. He adverted tothe fituation of our trade with 
Portugal, which, he faid, had been for fome time on the de- 
cline, though he admitted that it was of confiderable import- 
ance, and that it was the intereft of both countries to be on 
an amicable footing. He contended, that our Treaty with 
France did not, interfcre at all with the Methuen Treaty, and 
that it was highly expedient that the revenue fhould reap fome 
advantage from a trade which had hitherto been almoft totally 
in the hands of the Smuggler. Such, for inftance, was cam- 
bric, and feveral other articles, which, though prohibited, 
were in general ufe. 

Earl Fitzwilliam, after difapproving of the Commercial 
“Treaty with France, ftated, that the apprehenfion of a rupture 
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with Portugal had- given a very ferious alarm to the Manufac- 
turers of Yorkfhire. 

‘The Earl of Car/ife bore teftimony to what had fallen from 
his Righe Hon. Friend, and condemned thofe who endeavoured 
fo unfairly to depreciate the importance of our trade with 
Portugal. 

‘The Marquis of Lanfdowne faid, he was happy to find, from 
the tenor of their Lordfhips fpeeches that night, that he was 
perfectly underftood in what he had troubled the Houfe with 
on a former night, particularly on the important point of what 
he contfidered between independent ftates as the only natural 
enemy, namely, that power which, in time of peace, fhould 
keep up an army of 300,000 men. In this, however, he had 
been mifreprefented elfewhere, in a newfpaper, and in one 
which had the general character of accuracy; in that paper he 
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was faid to have mentioned the name of the King of Pruffia, | 


as the natural enemy of other ftates. Nothing could be more 
diftant from his idea, nor from his language. “The King of 
Prufa, whom he had the honour to know as one of the moft 
exalted lovers of humanity, was (and would be more) diftin- 
guifhed for his cherifhing no views but fuch as were confiftent 
with the peace and happinefs, not the vain-glory of his people. 
He thought it neceflary to fay this, to prevent a falfe impref- 
fion from being made on the public mind, and on Europe, by 
the miftatementz: He could have wifhed, he faid, that Noble 
Lords in office had been a little more explicit in anfwering 
the various topics that had been thrown out by Noble Lords, 
and by himfelf. He had already occupied fo much of the time 
of the Houfe, that he fhould only now reply to fuch obferva. 
tions as had been made on what he had thrown out. A Noble 
Lord behind him had been pleafed to fay, that on a former 
evening he had fpoken on both fides of the quefiion. We was very 
much aftonifhed to hear the Noble Lord give tohis fentiments 
this character. He had, as accurately and as precifely as words 
could fpeak, declared his full and compleat approbation of the 
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principie Of the Treaty ; but in difcuffing the d. tail of the exe- 
cution, he had as clearly exprefled his wifhes that the detail 
had been more cautioufly guarded, and tha. foine points had 
been fecured which were left totally untouched, os vaguely 
provided for. Now, if there was a fair, an explicit, an inde- 
pendent mode of difcufling a fubject, it was that which he had 
purfued—approving of the ground-work, principle and ten- 
dency of the meafure, thinking it a great and important good 
to the country, he had delivered his thanks to Miniftry for the 
defign; but fecing articles in the detail which might be 
mended, and thinking it yet time to mend them, he had as 
frankly communicated his objections. Stating thefe objcctions, 
he trufted, with candour, certainly without any defign of cap- 
tious oppolition to men, he had audibly and clearly ftated, 
that, with all the errors which he had ftated, (and he was free 
to confefs he thought them great and important errors,) he 
faw fo clearly the grandeur of the principle, and was fo per- 
fectly convinced that that principle would triunfph over an 
hundred petty obftacles, he fhould, give his hearty affent 
to the refolutions by which it was to be carried intoeffe&t. If 
the Noble Lord meant that he had fpoken on both fides, be- 
caufe he had not forborne, out of friendfhip to Minifters, to 
{tate his objections to the detail, and becaufe he had not, in 
complaifance to the Oppofition, forborne from paying his tri- 
bute of praife to the principle, the fuct was, th:t he was, and 
had through life, ftood aloof from partics. He was of no 
party. It was his pride and principle to be of no faétion, 
but to embrace very meafure On its own ground, free from all 
connection, Such had been his political creed, as fuch he 
ftood before the people, and as fuch he coveted to be judged 
by them. In refpeét to his conduét on this precife tt féaty, it 
was ftrictly confonant to this praétice. The principle of the 
‘Treaty he had acknowledged in the Preliminary Articles. He 
had left thefe Articles, as he had fated, very large and open, 
in Order to give fcope for the negociation of the Commercial 
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Treaty, and that-the nation might be as little committed as 
pofible. In viewing the ufe that they had made of this ad- 
vantage, he had obferved feveral matters in the ‘Treaty which 
{truck h?m with aftonifhment. He repeated the fix feparate 
objections he had made the nicht before. 

I. Ihat we had procured no advantage on our part, cither 
in navigation or otherways, to countervail the four great un- 
reciprocal articles on the French part. 

2. That we had cnceded the Neutral Code. 

3. That we had taken no ftep to prevent, or to ftop, the 
alarming ereétions at Cherbourg. 

4- Ihat the wording of the Seventh Article was fo obfcure 
and unexplicit, as to threaten the extinction of our commerce 
with Spain. 

5. That, by the Treaty, we left Ireland more conne&ed in 
freedom of trade, and facility of intercourfe with France, than 
with England. And abové all, 

6. That we did not feize the favourable opportunity to fettle 
the alarming queftion of India. 

- On thefe Taea topics he had urged their Lordfhips, and 
he wifhed he had received more explicit and convincing ex- 
planations than thofe he had been honoured with. The Noble 
Duke in the blue ribbon had fhortly faid, that it was, in his 
mind, ridiculous to have ftood in the bargain, making de- 
mands which they were fenfible would not be complied with. 
He did not pretend to know what would, and what would not 
be complied with; but he knew what ought to have been the 
language of England. France had in her prodace four exten- 
five articles of produce, againft which we had nothing to reci- 
procate , for it was ridiculous to liften to any “argument in 
regard to our manufactures. They were tranfitory and fleet- 
ing. Nothing could be more precarious than an eftimate 
founded on our pr.fent real or pretended fuperiority in this 
re{pect. Our boafted cottons were the growth of a day—we 
faw manufactures rife up almott inffantancoully, Even in 
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fhip-building, a thing which might be fuppofed to occupy 
much of our time and ftudy, it was only within thefe two 
years that we had difcovered the important fact, that men of 
war might be built all round the coaft. 

To talk therefore of the excellence of our manufactures, 
and of their fuperiority, was ridiculous; but the advantage 
in the produce of France was pofitive and eternal—As long as 
the earth endured it remained to France. Ought not the Mi- 
nifters then to have claimed fomething im exchange? Did they 
not know how impatient France was for the Treaty? He 
called on the Noble Marquis (Carmarthen) to fay, if France 
had not complained that a Gentleman fhould be fent to France, 
and continued there without inftructions ? The faét was, that 
France was eager, juftly eager for the conclufion of the 
‘Treaty; and he was fure the Noble Marquis had too much 
candour to think, that a Minifter of the wifdom, experience, 
penetration, and forecaft of M. de Vergennes, would have 
been fo eager, unlefs there was fome great point to be gained. 
There was a great point——an enormous point for Ffance—it 
ftretched beyond the powers of human eftimate, and was 2 
matter of fo much fpeculation, that it could not too much 
arreft the notice, and awaken the powers of Englifhmen. 
What had we done? We had ftipulated for no one thing. 
We had given up the neutral code, which was the great weapon 
of England. He needed not fay how anxioufly and how poft- 
tively he had refufed it on making the peace. He had re- 
fufed it to Holland—pofitively reFufed it to Holland. Ought 
not this to have been a lIeflon to them? Could they afk it 
after it had been fo peremptorily denied to an old friend ? 
The Noble Duke had faid it was no longer to be thought 
of—it was not an object which we could maintain of right. 
He could not fo eafily forget all that Selden had faid on our 
power over the narrow feas, to be convinced that there was 
not aright—and as to its importance, he called it one of the 
moft vulnerable weapons of offence. It was faid to be worth- 
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lefs, becaufe no nation would obferve it when they were able 
to break it; and he confeffed one of his ftrongeft arguments 
in objection to it was its impra@ticability. But why enter 
into a Lreaty on the fubject ? Why give a confent to a thing 
which it muĝ always be our wifh, when able, to break 
through? It was in the nature of man—enterprize and hofti- 
lity would lead to it; and he trufted that no Minifter would 
ever confent to yield to it without firft taking the advice of 
Parliament, 

On the fubject of the erections at Cherbourg, the Noble 
Duke had infinuated that he had faid they ought peremptorily to 
have remonftrated againft them—he never was fo abfurd—he 
knew our condition too well to think that we could dictate to 
any nation, much lefs to a Court fo formidable as Verfailles, on 
a topic of internal concern. He faid only, that in the negocia~ 
tion of the Commercial Treaty the matter ought to have been 
reprefented as a thing which engendered fufpicion, and which was 
likely to exafperate the high-blooded people of England. But 
the Nokle Duke had faid, we had nothing to do with their 
erections at Cherbourg, no more than they had to do with ours 
at Portfmouth and Plymouth. We certainly had not, nor per- 
haps fo much; for he did nat think it at all probable that the 
French would obje&t to our fortifying our coaft, fince on the 
event of an invafion, they would take poflefion of the fortrefles 
as advantageous pofts. But the Noble Duke faid they had the 
power granted them by the Treaty of Peace; and he had in- 
formed the Houfe that they were even going to fortify Dunkirk. 
Now he had, as he thought, fo clearl y explained what had oc- 
curred at the negociation of the Preliminary Articles, with re- 
{pect to this matter, that he did not think it would have been 
again brought up. The fact was, there was much converfa- 
tio—-much reafoning on the fubject; but it was made fo 
peremptory a condition, that he atlengih gave way. He did it, 
however, on the ground he had ftated, namely, that the fort of 
fortification which was at Dunkirk might be ereéted with equal 

advantage 
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advantage al along the coaft, or in many parts of it, and it was 
therefore of no material import. “The French objected to it, as 
being felt as a grievance that a foreign powcr fhould dictate to 
them—nay, fhould keep a Commiflary in one of theireports to 
controul them; and though he yielded the point, he did it on 
the moft complete aflurance that there was no defign to reftore 
the bafon and harbour of Dunkirk. And further to fatisfy his 
mind, and to fecure him, as he had faid, againft the caprices 
and projects of any one Minifter, Dunkirk was taken out of 
the department of the Minifter of the Marine, and put into the 
department of M. de Vergennes. 

The Noble Marquis, at confiderable length, ftated a long 
argument for his conduct at that time; and proceeded to the 
other objections—on the obícurity of the 7th Article, and the 
gueftion of India. Why that moft important point was not 
fettled, he confefled aftonifhed him. “The Noble Duke had 
faid, that he knew not how it céuld have been fettled. He 
wifhed the Noble Duke had explained to him the circumftances 
of the Treaty he had mentioned on a former evening, and 
which was, as he had faid, a compleat furrender of all the, 
advantages of the India Company, as well as of the privileges, 
without having gained one thing in return. He ftated this at 
great length, and then came to Ireland.—This matter gave 
him the higheft concern, as well as aftonifhment. When he 
lately heard in the country that a body of the [rifh Privy Coun- 


. fellors had been collected in England, to confult with Miniftry, 


tic had no conception that the conference was on the fubjeéct of a 
French Treaty ewith Ireland, while England and Ireland {till 
remained in the fame diftraéted {tate as before. Nothing could 
be more extraordinary than this; for the time was favourable— 
Ireland was a nation of good humour—the Duke of Rutland 
and Mr. OrJe were men who would make her good humoured 
if fhe was the contrary: the conduct of the Englifh Manu- 
factureis, in the prefcnt cafe of the French Treaty, muft crufh 
all their former objections to the fyftem of the Irifh Propofitions. 

‘lhe 
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‘The prefent then -was the moment for Minifters to revive the 
idea of a beneficial conncxion—Why was it not done? ‘He did 
not mean the vaguc, il-matured, and inadequate Irith Propofi- 
tions, asethey were called, but a plain, fimple, good-intention- 
ed {cheme of reciprocal intercourfe, taking off the fhackles thas 
lay on our trading laws, which was all the union that he 
defired; and by the bye, if he might not be called impertinent 
for alluding to another part of the kingdom in which he had no 
pioperty, he would fay that he faw no objection why Scotland 
might not gradually receive the law of Enoland. He believed 
many of their moft enlightened men were ripe for it. But to 
return to Ireland—it was monftrous to think that their Privy 
Counfellors fhould be affembled and nothing be done—at a time 
teo when the Right Boys exhibited fuch a fcene, and gave fuch 
temptation to France.—He would not purfue the idea—but 
France was flefh and blood—the cafe of America had fhewn 
it—and the fcene in Ireland was tempting. He concluded with 
a recommendation to Minifters to read Fenelon’s admirable 
‘Treatife on the Effects of Ill-humour, in the concluding book 
af “lelemaque—atreatife, he faid, which fhould be written on 
every Minifter’s bed-poft. 

The Duke of Richmond. ‘The Noble Marquis has taken 
pains to prove, thaton a former day he was perfectly confiftent 
in what he faid, and that he did not fpeak on both fides the 
queftion. I will not enquire how far the Noble Marquis 
might {peak for and againft the Treaty at the time alluded to, 
but certainly on this ‘night the Noble Marquis has been uni- 
form. He has uniformly argued againft it. ‘Che Noble Mar- 
quis’s explanation of the fact refpecting the article of Dun- 
kirk in the Treaty is not fatisfactory. That article the French 
take advantage of, and we have no right to queftion their 
conduct. The Noble Marquis infinuates fomething about the 
fortifications at Portfmouth and Plymouth. If we may take 
his opinion from the voice of certain perfons in another place 
(Col. Barre, &c.) the Noble Marquis has changed his opinion 
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on’th® fubject of the Englifh fortifications, as much as he has 
done on thofe of the French, comparing his prefent argument 
with his Treaty of Peace: for I have no hefitation in declar- 
ing to your Lordfhips, that when the plarfor fortifying Portf- 
mouth and Plymouth was firft fubmitted by me to the Noble 
Marquis, when he was at the head of the Adminiftration of 
this country, he fignified his dire&t approbation of that plan. 
The Noble Marquis talks about India, and about a Treaty, a 
moft alarming dangerou& Treaty, which happily for this nation 
the French rejeĝed. I know of no fuch thing—but it does 
not feem that that which the French refufed to accept was 
greatly injurious to this country, and favourable to France. 
The Noble Marquis is feelingly alarmed about Ireland—the 
Right Boys and the tumults give him great uneafinefs—the 
affembling of a number of Irifh Privy Counfellors in London 
gives him aftonifhment. I cannot help taking notice of a 
very vifible change in the Noble Marquis’s mind on this fub- 
je& alfo, for now the Irifh Propofitions muft be. fimplified— 
in the ftate in which they were introduced, and in which they 
pifled this Parliament, though rejected in that of Ireland, it 
feems was crude and coupled with political matter, which 
juftly alarmed Ireland. And yet, my Lords, I do not recol- 
leét that the Noble Marquis fignified his difapprobation of the 
plan when it was before this Houfe; on the contrary, I be- 
lieve the Noble Marquis gave it his direct concurrence. 
Marquisef The Marquis of Lanfdowne. I beg that when the Noble 
Lanfdownes Duke is difpofed to animadvert on my words, or on my con- 
du&t, he will _reprefent them correctly. Ihe Noble Duke 
fays, that from the conduct of certain perfons in another 
place, my epinions on the fubject of the fortifications may be 
gathered. It is furely avery incompetent way of afcertaining 
a Lord's fentiments, to argue that certain perfons in another 
place talked fo and fo. I beg leave to fay, that the Honour- 
able perfon$ to whom the Noble Duke alludes, are infinitely 
more capable of forming a mature, fenfible, and fcientific 
judgment 
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judgment on ‘he-plan of fortifications than I am bf advifine 
them—ang.. on that head, sat leaft, they require no inftruétions 
from na e, if I may be fu ppofed at any time to influence their 
m“ ds. Of their copuuct I do not fpeak, but I do not defire 
to difguife my own fentiments. If the Noble Duke has any 
proof of my having fignified my direct approbation of the plan 
of fortifications, let him produce it—let him fubmit it to your 
Lordfhips— tntil he does this, I conteņ}t myfelf with a folemn 
declaration, that Z zever did give my approbation to the Noble 
Duke of that plan, either before or fince I left his Majefty’s 
€ ployment. When in office it was my duty, and it is con- 
fiftent.with my regular habits of acting, never to commit my- 
felf haftily.—On every topic [ took the advice of thofe, in 
whofe knowledge and ability on the point in queftion I had 
the fulleft confidence; and having their opinions in writing, 
I weighed their force, and made up my own mind. Orn this 
plan I purfued this courfe.—I not only confulted my own 
confidential friends, but, which is alfo ever my plan, I took 
the opinién of certain perfons of high character in this Houfe, 
who though agreeing with me in politics, I confidered as 
above others capable of giving an authoritative opinion on the 
fubject (Lord Townfhend.) This neceffarily took time— 
and in the mean time I aver, I did not fignify my approba- 
tion tothe Noble Duke. At that time the Houfe may fuppofe 
i was fully occupied with bufinefs that embarraffed me. I 
was fettline the important meafure of the Preliminaries of 
Peace, and in addition to the weight of thofe who oppofed the 
meafure in Parliament, I believe it is no great feret that there 
were difficulties among ourfelves. I might have reafon to fear, 
under all the circumftances of that time, that the Noble Duke 
might change his mind, and I muft neceflarily dread the change 
of one in feven. So critically fituated, when the Noble Duke 
referred his plan, there might perhaps be a degree of addrefs on 
my part in {peaking tothe Noble Duke. It was natural—it 
might be neceflary——but I folemnly declare I never directly 
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approved Of the plan, and I fay again, if th e Noble Duke 
has any proofs of my affent, let hi = publifh them 
The Noble Duke fays, thereis n Treaty with thé French 
about India that he knows of. I a aftonifhed àt this- | 
know the Noble Duke is fuficiently induf rious, fcrutinizing, 
and tenacious, in office. He is not likely te fuffer the infult 
of the concealment of confidential meafures. I do not mean 
to be officious, nor to ftir up any quarrel betw en him and 
his colleagues ; but if the Noble Duke does not k ow, I beg 
leave to tell him, that there was a Treaty made out «re, by 
which the privileges of the India Company were compleatry to 
be facrificed to the French without a fingle ftipulation tn re- 
turn; and this Treaty was unaccountably reje&ted in Paris by 
means of intrigue arifing from private intereft. The Noble 
Duke fays, I did not originally obje& to the Irifh Propoft- 
tions—-I did not—I had my reafons—ftrong, forcible reafons. 
I faw at the fime all the political objections which Ireland was 
likely, and which Ircland afterwards did take ‘up, but I did 
not care to fpeak my mind in this Houfe—why ?-*Becaufe I 
know thot fuch people as his Grace would be ready to carpeat 
my words, and to fay that I was anxious to inflame the Irifh 
people, and to propagate infidious alarms. 
aes Ai The Duke of Richmond. 1am not apt, my Lords, to make 
an affertion without found authority. The Noble Marquis 
fays, bring forward your proof, if you have any proof, of my 
having approved the plan of fortifications. My Lords, the 
Noble Marquis fignified his approbation i in the prefence of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and, to my mind and under- 
ftanding, gave his direét affent. The Noble Marquis now 
fays, that having at that time a great object to carry, the 
times being ticklifh, and one vote in feven being ferious, he 
might /peak to me with a degree of addrefs. My Lords, I muft 
pronounce my abhorrence of fuch conduct in his Majefty’ s 
Cabinet—and if a perfon, intrufted with the higheft office in 
Admin ftration, at the head of the Treafury, can conceal his. 
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fentiments on a plan, in which the Treafury is interefted, as 
requiring money, and which can only pafs through the*direct 
fupport of the Firft Lord of the Treafury, I fay, my Lords, I 
never caneact in conhdential fituations with /uch esple. The 
Noble Marquis fays, he might have his fears at that moment 
of my changing my mind. My Lords, our difference arofe from 
my not changing—I thought that the Preliminary Articles 
were nat what we had aright to expect, and what I am con- 
vinced we had the ability to procure. Ithought fo then, and 
I think fo now. 

The Marquis of Lanfdowne. My Lords, I am in your 
memory. Did I affert what the Noble Duke has been pleafed 
to attribute to me, or rather did my words bear the inter- 
pretation given to them? Did I infinuate, that for political 
purpofes I might find it convenient to deceive the Noble Duke 
by a pretended approbation of his plan? My fuggeftion went 
to this, and it was only furméfe, that perhaps fiom the critical 
{tate of the Cabinet at that moment, I might not inftantly 
provoke æ very irritable mind by a direct rejection of his 
fcheme. But does the Noble Duke mean to affert that I 
directly approved of it? for there is a material difference bce- 
twixt with-holding for a time one’s doubts, an@ pretending 
falfely one’s approbation. ‘Ihe Noble Duke fays, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was prefent—lf the Right Hon. Gen- 
tleman thinks I fignified my approbation, he very much mif- 
apprehended me. But I beg it may be thoroughly canvafied. 
I have the means of cémpleatly proving that I neitherdid, nor 
could give my direct approbation, when fubmitted to me in 
the prefence of the Right Hon. Gentleman. 

The Noble Duke nas avowed his difapprobatton of the 
Treaty of Peace. J hat difapprobation is public. I with to 
God I durft declare the whole ftory of the Noble Duke’s op- 
pofition to that Treaty. Your Lordfhips muft remember the 
{trong arguments he made ufe of in this Houfe for the neceffity 
of a Peace—after which the Noble Duke difapproved of the 

G 3 Peace 





Maryuis of 


Lanfdowne. 


CS 
Cr 


Duke of 
Richmond. 





PARLIAMENTARY [MARCH 5- 


Pedce Which was made. Before I fit down IL muft be permitted 
to fay, ethat I agree with the Noble Dukc, in thinking it im- 
poffible that confidential men can aét with one another, it there 
is difguife between them—difguife amounting to infinarity. I 
call God to witnefs, that I have ever ftudied to bear myfelf to 
my colleagues with the utmoft and the moft handfome fairnefs. 
I have not, lince I quitted his Majefty’s fervice, fhewn any 
great eagernefs for place; nor have I fet up any captious oppo- 
fition to the Minifters of tho day; much lefs have I endeavoured 
to draw about me a party—to erect a {ftandard—or to conciliate 
and influence Lords and Gentlemen to affift me in any object 
of ambition. The Noble Duke will not, I think, charge me 
with this, and therefore he fhould give me credit for candour, at 
Jeaift, in delivering my fentiments on any fubject. 
The Duke.of Richmond. “The Noble Marquis fays there is 
a material difference between with-holding doubts and pretend- 
ing approbation. Putitonthe Noble Marquis’s own ground— 
I fay that the /uppreffion of doubts, on a great plan*of expence, 
and in an important national object, is unpardonable in one 
Minifter towards another. Becaufe a Minifter has an obj: 
to carry, is he to carry his fubtlety into the Cabinet? It isa 
mode of negotiation pardonable with enemies; but when fuch 
craft occupies the place of plain-dealing, of compleat candour, 
and of good faith, which ought ever to poflefs the Councils of 
the nation, there muft be difcomfiture and ruin. The Noble 
Marquis afks me if he has manifefted any great eagernefs to get 
into place, or to draw men to his fide. ° I know not what the 
Woble Marquis has done lately, or what he is doing now; but 
I think I remember the time when he feemed difpofed to collect 
a body of friends, and when he even thought it worth his while 
to invite fo infignificant a perfon as myfelf to join him., The 
Noble Marquis fays, if the Chancellor of the Exchequer thinks 
that he fiznified his approbation, he mifunderftood him. I 
fimply aver, that I fo underftood the Noble Marquis. ‘Ihe 
plan was fubmitted to him in the prefence of the Chancellor of 
2 the 





A. 1787.] DEBATE 5 87 


the Exchequer at my own houfe, where they did me the honour 
to come for the purpofe. | 

The Marquis of Lanfdowne. “The Noble Duke feems deter- “gee ae of 
mined net to underftand me. I agree with him that the /up- mes 
preffion of doubts would be unpardonable, if that fuppreflion went fo 
far as to delude a colleague to hazard his plan before Parliament, 
where he was to be abandoned and expofed. I challenge the 
Noble Duke to prove that any fuch fuppreffion took place. Was 
he deluded to bring it before Parliament? My Lords, as the 
Noble Duke has gone fo far, I will tell your Lordfhips, that 
before I quitted office, I received a letter from the Noble Duke, 
prefiing me to give him my decifive opinion on his plan. Did 
this indicate my having approved the fcheme even in degree? I 
defy the Noble Duke to produce a {crap of a pen on the fubject 
from me. ‘That letter the Noble Duke is very welcome to fee; 

I fhall deliver it to him to affift his recollection as foon as he 

pleafes. 

The Duke of Richmond. Any letter of mine of which the Duke of 
Noble Marquis is pofleffed, will be fair teftimony; and as fuch pens 
the Noble Marquis will properly produce it. Inthe mean time 

I adhere to my ftrong affertion, that he fignihed his approbation 

of the plan in the prefence of the Chancellor of tne Exchequer. 

I defire to know if the Noble Marquis will agree to refer the 

difputed fact to the memory of the Right Hon. Gentleman. 

The Marquis of Lanfdowne. I will fubmit it with confi- Marquis of 
dence to the Right Hon. Gentleman; but ftill I fhall produce Lantdowne: 
the letter of his Grace. 

(Mr. Pitt being behind the Throne, fome Lards faid, << Afk 
the Right Hon. Gentleman’’—but this was fuddenly rejected 
by a general ** No—ano.’’ | 

Lard Walfingham then faid a few words on the fubject of the Lord Wal- 
Treaty offered to France for their india Company, and he "78"? 
mentioned the public reafons given for its rejo-tion in Paris. 

The Marquis faid it was private intereit only thar rciect- 
ed it. 
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Lord Store Lord Stermont now drew the Houfe back to the Queftion, 
te 7 Eiai 
jiii and they divided on the firft refolution. 
Contents, 79 Non Contents, 28 
Proxies, 15 Proxies’? 7. 
94 35 


The Houle then went through the other refolutions. 





Tuefday, March 6. 
ADDRESS ON THE COMMERCIAL TREATY. 


Lord Stor- Lord Stormont faid, had he been a friend to the Treaty, he 
sia fhould have thought it his duty to have oppofed the Addrefs, as 
unprecedented, unparliamentary, and unconftitutianal. His 
Lordfhip renewed his argument againft the Treaty in as much 
as it contained matter that could not but materialy clog and 
embarrafs Government in the negotiation of*their Treaties of 
Commerce with other ftates. He imputed the meafure of. 
voting an Addrefs to the great hafte of France to have the 
‘Treaty fo fanétioned, and particularly defired to be underftood 
as contending and maintaining, that no Addrefs to the Crown, 
could fa far pledge the Parliament as to preclude the freedom of 
future debate, when any Bill or Bills fhould be brought in to 
carry the Treaty into effect. 
Marquis of Ihe Marquis of Buckingham replied, afid defended the Ad- 
sige dreis, by afferting that there were many precedents for fuch a 
proceeding, werg¢ it worth while to take up their Lordfhips time 
with referring to them feverally. The Marquis inftanced a 
Subfidy Treaty in 1725, and one or two more. With regard 
to pledging the Houfe, moft undoubtedly no Addrefs could fo 
far pledge the Houfe as to preclude their Lordfhips from freely 
diicuffing fuch? Bills as fhould hereafter come before them. The 
Addrefs 
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Addrefs did not bind them to the particular mode of carrying 
the Treaty into effect, but merely conveyed an affurance to the 
Crown, that they would take the proper fteps to carry it into 
effect. 

Lord Portchefter ftated, that the cafe of a Commercial Treaty Lord Port- 
and a Treaty of Subfidy, were cafes effentially diftinct and iii 
different. In the cafe of a Subfidy the Houfe agrees to make 
good the engagement of the Crown, by furnifhing the fum ne- 
ceflary, but in order to give a Commercial Treaty effect, they 
muft alter the exifting laws of the land. His Lordfhip there- 
fore condemned the Addrefs, as a far more objectionable mea- 
fure than the Treaty, and joined Lord Stormont in deeming it 
a mode of proceeding unprecedented, unparliamentary, and 
unconftitutional. 

The Earl of Warwick fpoke in fupport of the Motion. ae’ ù 

The Duke of A@anchefter imagining that the Noble Earl who Dukect 
{poke laft had fome perfona] meaning when {peaking of a par- Manchefer, 
ticular part of the Treaty, he had faid, “$ the fair blofioms of 
truth are.blafted by malevolence,’’ rofe to comment on the ex- 
preffion, but was {topped by 

The Earl of Warwick, who explained himfelf to the Noble Earl of 
Duke’s fatisfaction. iii 

Lord Grey (af Wilton) imagining the terms of unprecedent- Lord Grey. 
ed, unparliamentary, and unconftitutional, as applied to the 
Addrefs, were defigned to extend alfo to the mover of it, rofe 
to defend himfelf from fuch an imputation, and declared, that 
as the former reprefemtative in the other Houfe, and as an in- 
habitant of a large manufacturing county, he had moved the 
Addrefs, confcious that in Lancafhire fix out of every feven 
Manufacturers confidered the Treaty as the moft eflential be- 
nefit to trade that could be defired, fince it had already caufed 
a brifk circulation of it. 


Lord Portchefter faid, he imagined the Noble Lord alluded Lord Po +- 
chefter. 


to words fpoken by him, and the Noble Vifcoumt near him. 
He 
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He ‘certainly did not mean to apply the terms to the Noble 
Mover of the Addrefs; but, fpeaking of the Addrcfs, he had 
that right to hold that language. 
conberg. Lord Fauconberg and the Earl of Moreton fpoke in favour of 
Marof- the Addrefs. 


T O Lord Loughborcugh reprobated the Addrefs, as holding out 

borough. tothe Crown the language of grofs falfehood. It ftated, that 
they had taken the Commercial Treaty into their mof? ferious 
confideration; whereas, parliamentarily fpeaking, they conld 
not be faid to have taken any thing into their mof? ferious confi- 
deration, that they had not proceeded upon by Bill. His 
Lordfhip pointed out inconveniences that would refult from 
different Articles of the Treaty, and in particular that of fo- 
reigners coming and fetting up fhops in different parts of Eng- 
land, which was direétly in the teeth of an exifting Jaw. He 
condemned the Addrefs as futile, ufelefs, and nugatory, as 
well as unparliamentary and unconftitutional ; unprecedented, 
he faid, he feared it was not. In that affertion, his Noble 
Friend near him had been miftaken. If their Lordfhips chofe 
to go back to the reigns of Charles I. and II. plenty of pre. 
cedents might be found; but were thofe, he afked, juft the 
periods of our hiftory whence Noble Lords would be fond of 
{clecting precedents? His Lordfhip reafoned a good deal on 
the danger of opening a communication between Parliament 
and the Crown, and faid, it might lead fo far as to encourage 
the Crown to fend meffages to Parliament, to quicken its de- 
liberations about particular meafures, and to other mif- 
chiefs. 

Lord Thur- * “The Lord Chancellor left the Woolfatk, and entered very 

sii fully into the fubjeét, taking a review of the various grounds 
of objection that had been urged againft the ‘Treaty, as well as 
againít tne Addrefs. His Lordfhip faid, had the Debate been 
lefs indefinite, it would have been more intelligible. He had 
expecied to have heard the term pledging better and more fully 


explained 
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explained than it.had been, and to have been told how far the 
Addrefs pledged their Lardfhips, either in an un parliamentary 
or an unconftitutional manner. Unprecedented they had juft 
heard the Addrefs Was not; becaufe, if they referred to certain 
unpopular reigns, it fo happened that a fufficient number of 
precedents might be found. ‘The fa& was, precedents were 
to be met with in better times, as the Noble Marquis, who 
{poke fecond in the Debate, had fhewn, when he inftanced 
the Treaties of 1720 and 1725. His Lordthip replied to that 
part ef Lord Loughborough’s argument, in which the Noble 
and Learned Lord had talked of the danger of opening a com- 
munication between the Crown and Parliament, and dwelt on 
the various inftances in which the Crown, by meffage, might 
fo interfere. With regard to the Houfe being pledged by the 
Addrefs; his Lordfhip reminded them, that, in the piogrefs 
of every Bill or Bills, they would have repeated opportunity 
to. difcufs the fubject of each Bill, to vote for the Bill or Bills 
if they approved them, and againft them if they difapproved 
them. e Having amply difcuffed the Queftion of the Addrefs, 
his Lordfhip proceeded to notice the various obje€tions that 
had been taken to the ‘Treaty. Efe mentioned the alarm about 
the Family Compact, ftating that moft part d! the Treaty fo 
called, was a Treaty which no nation upon earth had a right 
to fay France and Spain might not make. The 25th Atticle 
indeed, which declared all Treaties of the two Crowns with 
other States null and void, was an enormous Article, and 
juftly gave offence%to thofe States, who very naturally declared 
their T'reatics ihould not be abrogated without their confent. 
But what part of the Family Compact did the 7th Article of 
the Commercial I reaty with France recognize? The 24th 
Arycle, that which entitled Spaniards to be confidered in all 
re{fpects the fame as i renchmen when in France, and French- 
men as Spaniards when in Spain; an exchange of privileges 
which furely Great-Britain would not be juftified in mur- 
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muring at. He obferved, that a Noble Marquis had advifed 
a remonftrance to be made to France on account of the forti- 
fications now carrying on at Cherburgh. He afked, where 
was the Minifter who would venture to make fuch a gemon- 
ftrance? [The Marquis of Lanfdown faid, he would. ]— I he 
Lord Chancellor then afked, by what part of the Law of Na- 
tions had we a right to remonftrate? The Marquis of Lanf- 
down faid, We had no right. |—-The Lord Chancellor proceeded 
to {tate the improbability of our obtaining any fort of {fatif- 
faction whatever, were a remonftrance to be fent, where con- 
fefledly we had no ground of right to ftand on, and where of 
courfe our application would be laughed at as abfurd and ridi- 
culous. He next mentioned the Eaft-Indies, and faid that 
quarter of the globe had been mentioned, as if we expected 
France to give us fomething there, and afked, if itwas Chan- 
denagore or Pondicherry that we wanted ? Let it be which it 
would, a Commercial Treaty was not the medium of negocia- 
tion by which any addition of territory was to be obtained.— 
Ireland he alfo mentioned, and faid, to have treated with 
Ireland previous to treating with France, the prefent circum- 
{tances and fituation of Great-Britain and Ireland confidered, 
would, in his Mind, have been a moft unwife procecding.— 
He fpoke much at large on the fubjeét of what had been termed 
the Neutral Code, and touched upon the Treaty of Utrecht, 
and upon other topics referred to in the Commercial 
‘Treaty. 

Lord Stormont fhortly replied. His Lordfhip ftated that the 
Treaty of Utrecht was a Treaty that France had always wanted 
to get rid of; and that the Duke de Choifeul, when the Duke 
of Bedford negociated the Peace of Paris, in 1763, had main- 
tained, that, as the Treaty of Utrecht had not been mentioned 
in the Treaty of Aix la Chapelle, it was no longer an exifting 
Treaty. His Lordfhip reprobated what the Lord Chancellor 
had faid of the Neutral Code, declaring, that the Neutral 
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Code and the Law of Nations were convertibleterms. His 
Lordfhip begged the Houfe to hold it in their recollection, that 
they had heard, from one of the higheft authorities, that the 
Addrefs did not in any fort pledge the Houfe, or preclude the 
freedom of debating and voting on the Bills hereafter to be 
brought in. 
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‘The Marquis of Lanfdowne faid, he would in a few calm Matquis of 


words, after the many warm ones that had been delivered in 
the courfe of the Debates for the paft three days, reply to what 
had fallen from the Noble and Learned Lord upon the Wool- 
fack :—And firft, with regard to the Addrefs, he had no occa- 
fion to go at all into that ; he was perfectly fatisfied to fend it 
to the foot of the Throne, there to remain a dead letter, till 
that Houfe, by acts of their own, pleafed to give it life and 
animation. The Noble and Learned Lord, he obferved, had 
faid, Where is the Minifter that would venture to fend a Re- 
monftrance (his own word, however, was a Reprefentation, for 
Remonftrance was an harth word) to the Court of France, on 
the fubject of Cherburgh? when he had taken the liberty of 
interrupting the Noble and Learned Lord, and faid, that he 
could. The Noble and Learned Lord had next afked, What 
right did the Law of Nations give them to put a queftion to 
France on the fubject? when he had again interrupted the 
Noble and Learned Lord, and anfwered, Ie bave no right. 
Upon which the Noble and Learned Lord had very trium- 
phantly ridiculed the idea of proceeding where there was ac- 
knowledacd to be no ground of right. They, his Lordthip 
faid, had no large wigs and big gowns to lead them an air of 
weight and of authority, but there were fome among them, 
who had been Minifters, that had fome experience, and as 
nice a fenfe of honour as other men. He well knew, that 
plain good fenfe, and the reafon of the thing, properly put to 
a foreign Court, would do much more than mere right. Upon 
that ground ke had a¢ted when ia office in 1782, when Mon- 
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fieur du Chatelet had queftioned him about the fortifications of 
‘Turks }fland. As long as Monfieur du Chatelet ftood on the 
ground of right, and peremptorily demanded an anfwer, he 
would not make him a word of reply. At laft theeFrench 
Munrfter faw his error; he faw it would not do; he changed 
his tone; he put the queftion upon the plain fenfe and reafon 
of the thing, faying, ** France and Great-Britain have diftant 
territories enough to fortify; France has claims on Turks 
Ifland; why, by fortifying, create a jealoufy between the two 
Crowns?” He that inftant fatisfied Monfieur du Chatelet 
completely: he gave him the fulleft affurances that not a fingle 
{tone was placed, or meant to be placed, on Turks Ifland. 
‘The matter ended immediately. In like manner had he a&ed 
re{fpecting Corfica; and had the fame line of conduét been 
purf{uéd after he was out of office, he was perfuaded Corfiea 
not mow have been in the hands of France. His Lord- 
fhip faid, he would not anfwer the Argument about the Treaty 
of Utrecht, as the Noble Vifcount had anfwered it fo fully ; 
the fact undoubtedly was, that France had always w&nted to 
get rid of that Treaty. He declared, he was perfectly afto 
nifhed to have heard the Noble and Learned Lord fpeak as he 
had done of the Neutral Code, and talk of a Treaty of Navi- 
gation as feparable from a Commercial Treaty. To fuch an 
argument he knew not what anfwer to make.—With regard to 
the Eaft-Indies, the Noble and Learned Lord had completely 
miftaken him : he wanted no exchange of Chandenagore. He 
had {poke on a former occafion of a Treaty between the two 
Companies,. that of Great-Britain and that of France, which, 
had it not failed, would have given a fatal blow to our navi- 
gation, our Commerce, and our policy inIndia. He was glad 
it had failed. Having faid thus much, he declared, he wyhed 
to give the Treaty his hearty approval : he meant to do fo in 
the fullet manner, and by no means to fhrink from the fhare 
of refponfibility belonging to him. There were fome things 
that 
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that might, perhaps, have been done better, by more cautious 
Minifters; but by far the greateft part, not fo well. Poffibly 
more cautious Minifters would have treated firft with Portugal. 
He declared, in bis confcience he believed it was better as it 
was ; for fuch had been the difficulties that he had found in 
endeavouring to obtain redrefs for the Merchants many griev- 
ances, that, perhaps, without fuch an advantage as a Com- 
mercial Treaty with France in our hands, we fhould not have 
been able to obtain any redrefs. More cautious Minifters alfo 
would probably have treated with Ireland, before they went 
to treat with France. He was convinced it was more likely 
to turn out well, not to have done fo. Ireland might eafily 
be fettled with, and various opportunities might be found to 
manage and adjuft all the leffer omiffions that he had before 
{poken to; therefore, fuch as the T’reaty was, he gave it his 
full concurrence, and Minifters were welcome to any Hte 
affiftance he might be able to give them in its fupport. With 
regard to what had paffed the preceding night between him 
and the Noble Duke, if the Noble Duke was contented, let 
him upon maturer recollection have found himfi.lf ever fo much 
in the right, he was willing to let it reft where they left it the 
preceding evening. 

The Lord Chancellor replied, and faid, he really meant to Lora 
have faid nothing that fhould have appeared offenfive to the Thurlow. 
Noble Marquis. His Lordfhip explained feveral parts of his 
former fpeech, and admitted that he had miftaken the Mar- 
quis’s argument relative to the Eaft-Indies. 

The Duke of Richmond faid, at that late hour of the night Duke of 
he would take up as little of their Lordfhips time as poflible, ®ishmon!. 

His Grace then juftified the Addrefs on different grounds, and 
quoted the precedent of the Addrefs of the year 1782, on the 
fubje&t of the Repeal of the A& of the 6th of George the Firft. 
After laying fome {trefs on the precedent, and reafoning on its 
fimilarity to the Addrefs then moved, he came, °at length, to 
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take notice-of that part of the Marquis of Lanfdown’s fpeech, 
in which the Marquis had talked of what had paffed the pre- 
ceding evening on fubjects foreign to the Debate, and had de- 
clared, that if the Noble Duke had no objection, however he 
(the Marquis) might, upon mature recollection, have reafon 
to think himfelf in the right, he was contented to let the mat- 
ter reft as it ftood at prefent. To that propofition the Duke 
declared he would by no means confent; and their Lordfhips, 
he trufted, would confider the peculiar fituation in which he 
ftood, and have the goodnefs, on that account, to fuffer him 
to detain them fome fhort time longer, while he called upon 
the Noble Marquis to produce that letter of his, which he had 
the day before faid he had in his poffleffion, and what he had 
declared would prove that he, (the Noble Marquis,) as Firft 
Lord of the Treafury, had never fignified his approbation of 
the fyftem of fortifications that had been fubmitted to the 
Houfe of Commons, as a meafure of Government. 

Marquis of The Marquis of Lanf{downe defired to know the date of the 

cei converfation that the Noble Duke had the preceding® evening 
{tated to have happened between his Grace, the Chancellor of « 
the Exchequer, and himfelf. 

Duke of The Duke of Richmond begged the Noble Marquis firft to 

iii comply with his requifition, and produce the letter. He faid 
he had, fince the preceding evening, recolleéted the letter to 
which the Noble Marquis alluded, and he was pretty certain 
there was nothing in that letter that would fupport the Noble 
Marquis in his expreffions of the day before, —expreffions that 
went the length of charging him with having caufed the plan 
of a fyftem of fortifications, to be fubmitted to Parliament, 
that would Have coft a very large fum of money, as a meafure 
of Government, without having previoufly obtained ths con- 
currence of the Firft Lord of the Treafury. 

Duke of The Duke of Chandos faid, if that fort of debate was to 

Chandos. fucceed, he fhould move to clear the Floufe. A general cry 
ef Na” Nar 
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The Marquis of Lanfd wn faid, he would willingly oblice 
the Noble Duke, and read a part of that letter, which Re held 
in his hand, and then mention other circumftances that he 
trufted would fuficiently jyuftity him in the expreffions he had 
uled. The Marquis ftated, that the letter was dated January 20, 
3783; that it turned upon various matters, but that it would 
be fufficient to his purpofe to read the laft paragraph. He ac- 
cordingly read it, and tbe purport of it was, that the Duke 
begged the Marquis to turn the various fubjećts (ftated in the 
letter) in his thoughts, and give him an anfwer thereupon as 
foon as he conveniently could, fince when, he (the Duke) 
knew the Marquis’s opinion, he fhould form his Ordnance Efti- 
mate accordingly. “Che Marquis faid, in addition to what he 
had read, he would inform their Lordfhips that a meeting took 
place at the Noble Duke’s houfe, between his Grace, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and himfelf, at which a fourth 
perfon, the Duke’s Secretary, was prefent. The date of that 
meeting, the Marquis faid, was what he wanted to have learnt, 
but as near as he could guefs, it muft have been long before he 
received the Noble Duke’s letter, to which he had juft referred. 
The bufinefs of that meeting was, he faid, to fettle about the 
affairs of the Ordnance, to advife by what mode fts debt fhould 
be paid off, and to fix upon fome means of preventing the ex- 
travagant practice that had obtained in the management of that 
branch of the public expenditure, from exifting any longer. 
‘The meeting, he faid, was not of very long continuance, and 
he remembered theré lay fome plans of fortifications on the 
table, which he looked at with fome degree of attention, and 
faw fome defigns for forts on the Portfmouth fide of the harbour, 
and fome in Stokes Bay, but, to the beft of his recollection, 
nothing pafled or fell from him, that could be conftrued to be 
an exprefs approbation, on his part, of the Noble Duke’s 
fyitem ; nay, the letter in his hand was a dire& proof to the 
contrary, becaufe it prayed him to turn the various fubjects it 
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contained imf his thoughts, and to give an opini n upon them 
as foon‘as he conveniently could, a requeft that would certa: ly 
have been unneceflary, had he given an opinion t fore. But 
there were other circumftances that fufficiently fhewed the 
meeting in queftion was not a meeting for the purpofe of deter- 
mining upon the new fyftem of fortifications ; if it had, their 
Lordfmps would doubtlefs have thought it oddly compofed. 
For his part, he had never profeffed to be a judge of fortifica- 
tions, nor pretended to be an engineer; it was not very likely, 
therefore, that he fhould have relied on his own judgment in an 
affair of fo much importance; had the meeting been convened 
for the purpofe of confulting upon fuch a fubject, he fhould have 
naturally expected that the Commander in Chief, and the Firft 
Lord of the Admiralty would have been prefent; the firft to 
give his opinion of the fyftem, and the latter to confider how 
far it coincided with the naval de.ence of the kingdom. 
Another circumftance alfo; and that a material one, was fuf- 
ficient to fatisfy him that there never had pafied any thing like 
a ferious confultation upon the fubjeét; was this:—there was 
not to be found a trace of Cabinet minutes refpecting it. He 
explained to the Houfe, that whenever any public bufinefs was 
tranfacted in Council, there always were Cabinet minutes taken, 
and that there were feveral in exiftence, where queftions re- 
fpecting the Ordnance, and of a nature fubordinate to the 
confideration in queftion, had been under confideration. He 
reafoned upon thefe facts for a confiderable time, and faid, he 
was pretty certain that the meeting he had mentioned muft have 
happened previous to the receipt of the letter he had read an ex- 
tract from, asthe Preliminary Articles of Peace were laid before 
the Houfes of Parliament on the 27th of January, and debated 
in both Houfes on the 17th of February. Aftet much, argu- 
ment to ftrengthen and confirm the idea, that he had never 
given his approbation of the Noble Duke’s fyftem, a fyftem 
which, according to the Noble Duke’s firft eftimate, would 
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have coft the public four hundred thoufand po:nds, bute which, 


when it had been examincd more accurately, it was forni 
would amount to between feven and cight hundred thoufand 
pounds, his Lordfhip at length fat down, declaring he fhould 


reít fatished with the teftimony of the letter he had produced, 


and fubmit that, and the oblervations he had ftated, to their 
Lordfhips and to the public, peifectly content with their de- 
cifion of the bufinefs, be that decifion what it mi: ht. 

The Duke of Richmond rofe as foon as the Marquis fat d@wn, 
and faid, he wifhed exceedingly that the matter fhould be 
clearly underftowod, and therefore he fhould beg thcir Lordfhips 
attention to his ftatement of facts. His Grace obferved it had 
been faid, that fortifications were his hobby-horfe. Ihey cer- 
tainly were fo, and he fhould never be afhamedéo own, that 
his duty always would be his hobby-horfe. As Mafter-General 
of the Ordnance, it became his duty to attend particularly to 
the defence of our dock-yards and our coafts. Feeling this, he 
had taken confiderable pains to afcertain where fortifications 
were neceflary, and he had confulted engineers upon the fub- 
ject. Having at length formed a plan for acditional works, he 
had fubmitted it to the opinion of thofe who were Competent to 
decide, and received their approbation of what he had propofed. 
He had afterwards, on various occafions, fubmitted his ideas in 
different converfations to the Noble Marquis, and regularly 
underftood him to coincide in opinion. With regard to the 
meeting in queftion, he could not exactly recollect when it was 
held, but he was pretty much of the fame opinion with the Noble 
M=rquis, viz. that it‘had been held fometime before the fending 
of the letter which the Noble Marquis had produced ; but he 
could not agree that it was, properly fpeaking, a private meeting ; 
onthe contrary, it was a meeting upon the bufinefs of the Ord- 
nance exprefsly. As it was not then known whether we fhould 
have peace or not, the Ordnance Eftimate was to be made out 
for the War Eftablifhment, and as the Fortification Syftem 
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neceffaçily made a part of that eftimate, the meeting had been 
held between the Firft Lord of the Treafury, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and the Mafter-General of the Ordnance. 
‘The reafon why it had been held at his houfe, his Grace faid, 
was, becaufe as there were various plans of fortifications to 
refer to, the Noble Marquis had been fo polite as to let the 
meeting be at his houfe inftead of the Treafury; when, how- 
ever, it was held, the Noble Marquis entered deeply into the 
conf&deration of his plan, and was pleafed to honour him with 
much praife at the time, and as he then underftood him, gave 
his complete concurrence to the fyftem. In order to remind the 
Noble Marquis that the meeting was of confiderable duration, 
he begged leave to ftate tohim, that they went into a great deal 
of detail upon the fubjeét of the Ordnance Eftimates. And as 
a corroboration that the Noble Marquis did then concury or at 
feaft appear fo to do, the Duke prqduced a letter from Mr. Pitt, 
to whom he had written that morning upon the @bjec&t. His 
Grace read the letter, in which Mr. Pitt ftated that he well re- 
membered the meeting at his (the Duke’s) houfe, early in 1783; 
when the Marquis of Lanfdowne and himfelf were prefent, nd” 
that they exemined the Ordnance accounts, and the fyftem of 
fortification propefed by the Duke, and when the Marquis of 
Lanfdowne and he came away, he conceived the Marquis, as 
well as himfelf, to have left the Duke’s with an impreffion 
that his fyftem of fortification had their full concurrence. His 
Grace reafoned upon this ftrong teftimgny in his favour, and 
faid, he had the honour of having had many converfations with 
the Noble Marquis on the fubject, in every one of which he 
gave him tg underftand, that he approved of the propofed plan. 

In order to bring it to the Marquis’s recollection, that he had 

been ufed to talk of fortifications, he faid he had repeatedly 
cautioned him about fortifying Plymouth, and faid, ‘* Let me 

have Plymouth fccure at any rate.” Tle Noble Marquis had 

challenged him to produce a {crap cf paper of his, upon which 

he had fignified his onfent to the fortificatien fj lem. He fated 
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to their Lordíhips; that when men in office had a confidence i in 
cach other, a great deal of the public bufinets was done by con- 
verfation merely. If, therefore, the want of written evidence 
was to be confidered as a proof of there having never beena 
concurrence notified by the Noble Marquis, there was an end 
of all confidence between man and man, and the bufinefs of an 
adminiftration could not proceed. The letter produced by the 
Noble Marquis, was a letter bearing upon a variety of other 
fubjects, as well as the fyftem of fortifications ; and that letter 
in a great meafure confirmed his argument, fince if the Noble 
Marquis referred to it, he would find, that in that part of ie 
that related to the plans of fortification, it was faid, “* thofe 
plans which you faw,” a clear proof that the Marquis had feen 
them. After arguing upon thefe points for a confiderable time, 
the Duke faid he would abandon the cafe he had made out, give 
up Mr. Pitt’s teftimony, and take it on another ground ; fup- 
poling then, that the fact was as the Noble Marquis had ftated 
it to be, and that he had dared to go to Parliament with the 
plan as 2 meafure of Government, how came it that the Noble 
Marquis in that cafe did not go to his Majetty, and advife him 
to difmifs him (the Duke) from his fervice, for having dared to 
carry a plan that would coft four hundred thoufand pounds, to 
the Houfe of Commons, and endeavoured to get it paffed, 
without having previoufly cbtained the confent of the Firft Lord 
of the Treafury ? His Grace laid great emphafis on this, and 
faid, if the Noble Marquis had acted in a manner fo extraordi- 
nary, he had been guilty of an heinous offence, and deferved to 
be punifhed, but the fact was not fo. It was ashe had Arft 
{tated it. He produced two letters from the Marquis, the one 
in anfwer ta his of the zoth of January, and the other upon too 
trivial an occafian to be read to their lLordfhips. He would, 
however, juft mention that jt began with my dear Lord, and 
ended with the words believe me to be your very fincere and 
affectionate friend, &c. ‘That circumftance, trifling as it was, 
his Grace contended, was fuficient to prave that at that time 
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the Nole Marquis and he lived in habits- of intimacy and 
fiiendfĦfip, and confequently that, added to tne circumftance of 
the mecting being held at his houfe, corroborated his affertion 
that they had frequent converfations topether on thas fubject. 
The Duke, therefore, upon the whole of what be had itated, 
appealed to their Lordfhips whether he bad not cleared himiclt 
from the charge that had been brought againit him by the Noble 
Marquis. Before be fat down he reminded that Noble Lord, 
that he had not ftarted the fukje@t, but a Noble Earl (Lord 
Sandwich) had done fo in the courfe of his fpeech, the nreceding 
day. “Thanking their Lordthips tor their patience and atten- 
tion, his Grace fat down. 

Earl of Earl Stanhepe rofe, not, he faid, to ftop tac two Noble Lords, 
Stanhope becaufe he was convinced that nothing could be more idle or 
‘more ftupid than to attempt to prevent two perfons who chofe 
to fpeak from going on. He rofe merely becaufe he thought 
both of the Noble Lords (for each of whom he entertained a 
very great refpect) were under the impreftion of mucua] mifcon- 
ception. He was pretty fure the Noble Duke did ®t mean 
what the Noble Marquis had conceived him to mean, nor tht 
the Noble Marquis ) 
LordCam- Lord Camden fpoke to order. His Lordfhip faid, he could 
ae not confent when two Noble Lords had got into a fort of per- 
fona] juftiiication of themfelves in confequence of words dropped 
in the heat of debate, for another Noble Lord to rife to argue 
and debate whaf the meaning was of their fpeeches. He 

thought fuch conduct too diforderly to be {uffered, 
one BF The Marquis of Lanjdazung agreed moft perfectly in the obe 
fervation of the Noble and Learned Lord, and returned his 
thanks to him and to the Noble Duke with a white wand, for 
their kind interference, but the matter lay ina narrow compafs, 
and was not likely to end ferioufly. He was perfectly fatisfied 
with the letter he held in his hand, againft which the Noble 
Duke had adduced Mr. Pitt’s teftimony; the teftimony of a 
very re{fpectable witnefs, but a witnefs who could fpeak only for 
‘* himfelf. 
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himfelf. There was therefore letter for letter, butadded to his 
letter, he had the benefit of his own aflertion, and he did aflert 
in the moft unqu.ljhed manner, that he had never exprefled his 
concurrence with the Noble Duke’s fyftem of fortification. If 
It was faid, thot there was blame due tothe Minifter who never- 
thelefs fuffered it to come before Parl ament, he was free to fay, 
he thought there was great blame, but that was another quef- 
tion, and if the Noble Duke chofe to make a Motion upon it, 
well and gcod; let the Noble Duke do it. If he was afked, 
why he fuffered the plan to be propofed when he did not ap- 
prove it, he protefted he could not tell. Poffibly it was for 
want of time, as it was the fortnight before the peace. A 
pretty bufv fortnight! But as to the fact, he was willing to let 
it reft with their Lordfhips to decide, and he did not care a 
fingle farthing which way the decifion went, Having faid thig 
pointedly, the Marquis faid, he was glad the Noble Duke had 
produced his letter, beginning with the addrefs of AZ dear Lord, 
becaufe it fhewed how pure he was, and how clear of any thing 
like refentment againft the Noble Duke, for having thought 
roper to take the eXtraordinary {tep of quitting the Cabinet 
juft before the peace came under confideration.— He was above 
fo mean a paffion; early in life, when a boy, he was occafion- 
ally actuated by it, but he had got rid of it by living among good 
and great men; he had rooted it out, and he defied any man 
living to fay, he had fhewn refentment on any occafion in the 
whole courfe of his life. He imputed the Duke of Richmond’s 
condué& to his refentment at what pafled in the Houfe of Com- 
mons when the Ordnance ELftimates had beeneunder confider- 
ation. He affured the Noble Duke that the prejudices he en- 
tertained agiinft him on that head, were altogéthzr without 
foundation. Thofe who had given their opinions in the other 
Houfe adverfely to the fortification fy{tem, were men com- 
petent to judge for themfelves, and well entitled fo to do. 
‘They were not a faction headed by him, nor had he any fhare in 
directing their conduct in that Houfe. If the Noble Duke 
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kaew how delicately he held himfelt towar ls thole Cs atlem-n, 
and ever had done, he would not have fufpected hin of influ- 
encing their conduct. But why would not the Noble Duke, 
when he felt himfelf hurt on that occafion, come fulyeto him, 
and tell him the caufe of his refentment. Ele was open enough 
furely; for opennvis was fo much his characteriitic, that he was 
open to a fault, and by the advice of his friends, on that very 
account, fecluded himfeif from the world. The Noble Duke 
and he had lived on terms of fufmcient intimacy to have en- 
couraged the Noble Duke to come to him. He had dined with 
the Noble Duke, the Noble Duke had done him the fame ho- 
nour at his houfe; that friendly intercourfe might have gone on 
till now, had not the Noble Duke broke it off; why, the Noble 
Duke beft knew ; but he fuppofed on account of what happened 
in the Houfe of Commons. The Marquis prefled the Noble Duke 
to rife, and to do him juftice on the prcfent occalion. He faid he 
knew the Duke wasatortification*difficult to take ; he wifhed 
he would let him have the honour of atchieving a’victory; if, 
however, he would not, but would obftinately perfift łn main- 
taining that he had obtained his concurréhce previous to laying 
his plan before Parliament, he fhould reft fatishied with the evi- 
dence of the Noble Duke’s letter, and let the whole matter re~ 
main upon that ground. 
Duke of The Duke of Richmond rofe again, and faid, the Noble 
ii Marquis had thought proper to introduce a great deal of private 
anecdote, mixed with farcafims, but that he fhould not follow 
him in either, but fhould adhere to his purpofe ; and fo far from 
being willing sto concede the point he fet out upon, he muft 
infift upon it that he had clearly eftablifhed it by the teftimony 
of Mr. Pitts letter, and by other circumftances. His Grace 
apologized to the Houfe for having fo long detained them; but 
faid, if any of them had been in fuch fituations themfelves, they 
would naturally allow for his anxiety to clear himfelf from fo 
heavy a charge. He took notice of the words of the Noble 
Marquis on the preceding day, when he had faid, his conduct 
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had been merely a picce of all efs to avoid irritating him, and 
oblerved, that all confidence between Minifters muft be at end, 
if they were to act delufively with each other. Before he fat 
down hç thanked ord Stanhope for his endeavours to clear the 
difference ; but it that Noble Earl would look into the Ordnance 
eftimate of 1783, he would there fee that thc íy item of fortifica- 
tions was openly propofed by him to the Houfe of Commons, 
in a manner that could not in the nature of things have been 
done without the confent of the ‘Treafury. 

Lhe Duke of sWancheffer called back the Houfe to the origi- D. of Man- 
nal bufinefs of the day, viz. the bufinefs of the Addrefs, by —— 
ftating an obfervation or two about the Neutral Code, founded 
upon a written paper, containing his Grace’s account of that 
converfation of the French Minifter, upon that fubject. 

‘The Duke of Portland moved, that the Addrefs of the Houfe Duke of 
relative to the Repeal of the 6th of George the Firft might be Sinica 
yead. 

‘The Addrefs was read accordingly. 

‘The Queftion was then put, and the Houfe divided, 

Contents 94, Non Contents 24. 

Ihe Houfe then rofe. 

A Proteft was entered againft the proceeding,” 


on 


Friday, March 16. 


Muwriny Bir. 


In the Committee on the Mutiny Bill a debate arofe on Lord 
Stormont’s propofing an amendinent to that Claufe, which ex- 
tends the provifions of the Bill to Officers holding Commiffion 
by Brevet. 

Lord Vifcount Stormont, the Earl of Rawdon, and Lord 
Portchefter {everally argued in favour of the Motion of amend- 
ment, and Lord Hawkefbury againft it. 
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The Duke of Richmond argued in favour-of the words as 
they ftood tn the bill, inft ncing various caf s 11 which an 
Ofgicer, though called into ervice as a Captain, yet exercif-d 
command, as holding a fuperror Commifhon by Brevet. His 
CJ.ace po.nted out thefe inftances to fhew, that although the 
Officers fo defcribed received pay only as Captains, or whateyer 
their acting commithon might be, that yet they were held 
amenable for their conduct as commanding officers, and liable 
to be tried by a Court-Martial for it. Hence he argued that 
Officers holding Commiffions by Brevet ought to be amenable 
to Martiak Law, and reafoned a good deal on the right of an 
Officer by Brevet to afflume the command, where the rank of 
the Officer exercHing command, before his arrival, might be af 
rank inferior to that rank his Brevet Commiffion entitled him 
to. His Grace read the words of a Brevet Commiffion, to 
fhew how extremely trong they were, as they ordered all the 
King’s officers and foldiers of n inftrior rank to obey the per- 
fon holding fuch Commiffion, and faid, he would illuftrate his 
general argument in fupport of the claufe as it ftood inthe Bill, 
by reminding their Lordfhips of a cafe, which, though nota 
cafe in all refpeLis precifely in point, would ferve to lead their 
Lordthips to an idea of the neceffity of fubjecting all Brevet 
Officers to military law. The cafe he alluded to was, the 
furprize of the Licutenant -€}ovétnor of Llizabeth - Cattle, 
in the ifland of Jerfey Jaft war. “That officer having been fur- 
prifed and taken by a party of the French who landed on the 
ifland, was obliged to conmfider himfelf as a prifoner of war, 
and as fuchehedigned a paper directed to the officer next in 
command under him, purporting that he had furrendered Eliza- 
beth Caftle and its dependencies, and commanding the officer 
to comply with the conditions of the furrender. The officer 
was a good deal puzzled how to act; he felt he ftood in a very 
delicate fituation, and knew not whethcr he had beft refufe to 
furre:.cer the Caftle, and incur the danger of having been guilty 
cf uifobedience of the orders of his fuperior officer, or to com- 
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ply w th the order, and incur the dang r of beineetried tor an 
urn ccflary furrender ot his Majefty s Caftle; 1n thi moment 
of leiitation, an Lı -1iecr irode into the Caftle, and being 
fuperion by Breverin rank to the officer then in co nmand, took 
the comman! 01 hi welf, tore the order of furrender, and de- 
fended and preferved the Cattle. This brave officer, his Grace 
fud, wa Captain Mulcafter, at that time it was true in actual 
fervice inthe fland; but fuppofing he had not been in actual 
fervice, and uppofing he had acted. differently and given up the 
Cattle, would any man fay he ought not to have been tried by a 
Court Martial for his conduct? Phe Duke alfo inftanced the 
cafe of Brevet Dfiicers fitting upon Court Martials, which they 
notorioufly did trequently. 

The Earl of Balcarras {poke next, and commented on fome Earl of 
words {poken by Lord Portchefter, and made mention of the cei 
three cafes of General Rofs, Colonel Stuart, and Colonel Gould. 

He alfo adverted a good deal to his own fituation, and to that 
of Lord Rawdon. 

Lord®Portchefier rofe to explain, and to ftate that he had not, Lord Pore- 
as, the Noble Earl had’ imagined, declared it to be bis opinion, “?“**™ 
that Officers holding rank by Brevet mufi, as well as might, 
take the command, wherever they came and found the com- 
mand in the hands of officers holding rank inferior to their 
brevet rank ; but to have faid, that if it were true, that officers 
of fuperior rank by brevet might allume the command where 
they found it in the hands of officers of inferior rank to their 
own, that they mufi and ought, for that there could not exifha 
diftingétion between the ri ht, and the oblizatory exercife of it; 
in fuch cafes, therefore, if they might, they mu/?, and would be 
liable to be tried by a court-martial if they did not. His Lord- 
fhip reminded the Duke of Richmond, that he had come to 
Portfmcuth, while he [Lord Portchefter] was in command 
there; and though his Grace’s rank was fuperior fo his, yet he 
did not afflume the command which he was bound to have done, 
if the argument really ftood as had been ftated. 
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Lord Rawdon rofe to take notice of fome things that had been 
faid in the debate by the Duke of Ricnamond and the Earl of 
Balcarras, With regard to the cafe of Elizabeth Caflile, in the 
Ifland of Jerfey, moft certainly, as the Noble Duke hag himfilf 
ftated, that was not a cafe precifely in point. “That cafe hap- 
pened in the time of war, in an Ifland fortified and garrifoned, 
and the officer who had behaved fo gallantly, was in actual fer- 
vice on the fpot, and therefore was clearly amenable to military 
law. His Lordthip contended, that a Commiffion by Brevet, 
of itfelf was a nominal rank, that ought not to be made amena- 
ble to martial law, unlefs called into life by a letter of fervice, 
from the Secretary at War, a nomination in General Orders, 
or fome other notification of the officer holding it being called 
upon to ferve. With regard to a court-martial, and Officers 
by Brevet haying fat upon court-martials, while they fo fat, he 
confidered them asin aé¢tual fervice, but when the court-martial 
was over their ftate of actual fervice ceafed. His Lordfhip al- 
luded to a cafe that had been put by Lord Stormont, upona fup- 
pofition that at the time of the Revolution, a Peer, wo was a 
Brevet Officer, had advifed the Commander of a regiment tọ 
go over with his regiment from King James to the enemy, and 
contended, that in all probability, had that cafe happened, the 
Government would not have tried fuch Noble Lord by his 
Peers, in that Houfe, where the conftitutional queftion would 
have doubtlefs been taken into confideration, but would have 
put him on his court-martial, who would have enquired as to 
the fact. “Ihe cafe of Colonel Gould had, he obferved, been 
mentioned. He would explain that to their Lordfhips. He 
[Lord R.]} had held a fpecial commiffion in America, as com- 
mander of a*part of the army deftined for particular fervice in 
the fouthern quarter of the diftrict in which the army was to aé 
under Lord Cornwallis; and he had befides particular inftruc- 
tions from that Noble Earl, to take from all the various parts 
of the army that he came near, as many men as fhould upon the 
whole make up a nuinber, in his opinion, equal to the feryice 
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upon which they were to be employed. When Cdlonel Gould 
arrived at Charles-Town, he [Lord R.] waited upon him, and 
fhewed him his Letter of Service and his Inftructions, inform- 
ing him that his command was not to be interfered with, and 
requeíting a certain number of men, which was complied with. 
This, his Lordthip faid, was the true ftate of the cafe of Colo- 
nel Gould. He next mentioned the cafe of General Stuart, 
and declared it to be his opinion that the General had great 
caufe of complaint in having been denied his court-martial. It 
Ought, in his mind, to have been granted him. His Lordfhip, 
before he fat down, recapitulated the diftin@ion that he con- 
ceived ought to be taken with regard to a Commiffion by 
Brevet, without a Letter of Service, a nomination in general 
orders, or fome adinitted means of giving life and animation to 
a Commiffion of Brevet. 
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Lord Sydney faid, the main queftion had been fo full y debated, Lord Syd- 


that he dig not fay one word upon it, nor fhould he have rifen, a 


had not fomething fallen from the Noble Lord refpecting Ge- 
neral Stuart. He reminded their Lordfhips, that General Stuart 
Yad a Colonel’s commiffion in the army when he went out to 
India, and that a Major General’s commiffion had been granted 
him by Brevet, but that it was limited locally, and gave him 
the rank of Major General only in India, where it was intend- 
ed that he fhould be the fecond in command, and as fuch next 
to Sir Eyre Coote, at the head of the Company’s forces. In 
that capacity he had acted, and his Lordfhip declared, he fhould 
be glad to know how it was in his power to bring General Stuart 
to a court-martial, circumftanced as he was. ~ He had, he af- 
fured the Committee, taken infinite pains to do it; but it lay 
wholly with the Board of Direétors of the Eaft India Company, 
in whofe fervice, and not in the fervice of the Crown, General 
Stuart had acted as fecond in command in India. He knew not 
how to punifh any Board of Directors that would not in their 

own Cafe bring an officer to a court-martial for condu& in their 

fervice. His Losdfhip maintained the general argument in 


favour 
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favour of the Bill as it ftood, declaring, that for the Jatter years 
of his life, he had been a good deal in the habit of converting 
with military men, and there was not one of them.with whom 
he had talked on the fubjeét, who had not declared it ws defir- 
able that the law fhould fo extend, as to give Gentlemen, hold- 
ing a Commiffion by Brevet, an opportunity of clearing their 
characters by court-martials, as well as other officers, and that 
till the late decifion of the Judges, in the cafe of General Rofs, 
the law had been fo underftood to ftand. 
Tar Hope- Lord Hopetoun and Lord Stormont each fpoke for a fhort time, 
after which 
Lord Thur- The Lord Chancellor went over the whole argument, declar- 
iii ing, that although he had the moft profound refpect for the 
opinion of the Judges as recently delivered, and knew that it 
was an opinion that ought to be bowed down to, yet that be- 
fore that opinion had been declared, the law had been under- 
ftood to extend, ag it was made to extend by the Bill on the 
table, to officers holding Commiffions by Brevet. The Bill 
therefore did nothing more than declare that exprefsly to be the 
law, which had been underftood to be the law before. In order 3 
prove that it ought to be the law, his Lordfhip went much at large 
into the fubject, explaining to what defcription of men the Mutiny 
Bill ought to extend, and to what, in his judgment, it ought not. 
‘The army, he ftated, as a peculiar defcription of men, necef= 
farily bound by laws different from thofe which governed civil 
fociety in general. When men entered into the army they 
voluntarily undertook a profefflion which they knew to be go- 
verned by martial law, and having done fo, if they condefcend~ 
ed-to continue after actual fervice, to accept the rank and 
honours of that profeflion, he faw no reafon why they fhould 
not be held amenable to its difcipline and its laws. Norwas 
the fact, that an Officer by Drevet could not incur the danger 
of violating any of the Articles of War in any degree true. 
They might incur a variety of them; he would inftance only 
one 
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one particular, For an officer to /peak irreverentlyof the Sove- 
reign Was a crime by the Articles of War; and would any man 
fay, that an, Officer holding a commiffion by Brevet was not as 
liable tobe tried by a court-martial for /peaking irreverently of 
the Sovereign, as any Officer in actual fervice? A good deal of 
argument, he obierved, had gone upon Brevet Of —ficers fitting 
upon court-martials; the reafon was obvious; the Articles of 
Wear declared, that all officers holding certain rank were fit and 
capable of being called upon to fit on courts-martial; Drevet 
()flicers, therefore, were eligible on account of the'r holding 
fuch commiffions as the Articles of War deferibed. The 
officers of the guards, he ftated, as being pecbliarly circum- 
{ftanced; they keld nominal fuperiority of rank upon a com- 
parifon with the reft of the army, but they did not hold that by 
their commiffions, but under the Articles of War. Strained 
cafes had, he faid, been put, in order to make out the argu- 
ment againft the claufe as it ftood, and among others, it had 
been hypothetically argued, that if at the time of the Revolu- 
tion, an officer fhould have advifed the Commander of a regi- 
ment to go over with his regiment from James II. tothe Prince 
of Ora2nge, and had been afterwards tried for it, how would 
the ifue have been? This, his Lordfhip faid, could never have 
happened, unlefs the Revolution had failed. What wasa Re- 
volution? It was when the defpotifm and tyranny of a Govern- 
ment grew to be fointolerable, that the obligations to obedience 
were necefiarily diflolved, and all the individuals of a community 
recurred to a {tate of nature, till things fettled under fome new 
Government. ‘This was clearly the cafe in 1688, and confe- 
quently no man would have dared, after the Revolution, to have 
talked of James the Second as the King, and of the Prince of 
Orange as the Enemy. To what end, then, put an impoffible 
cale! His Lordfhip dwelt for fome time upon this, and ftated 
the diftin@tion between Officers on Half-pay, and Q ficers hold- 
ing Commniffion by Brevet. The one, he faid, had the honours; 
the other the rewards of the profeffion. “lhe Officers on Half- 
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pay were clearly no longer foldiers, but citizens. The cafe of 
the others he confidered as extremely different. 

Lord Loughborough declared, that if it could be made out that 
the law formerly had been underftood to be, what the claufe, as 
it at prefent ftood, declared it to be, he fhould have no fort of 
hefitation to fay, the declaration could not be too explicit; but 
he had never heard, nor could he even, upon enquiry, difcover 
that or any thing likeit tobethe fact. In the cafe of General 
Roís, no man could have fhewn a ftronger wifh to have his 
conduét enquired into; he had fought fuch an enquiry anxi- 
oufly, and who had found the difficulty ? who ftarted it? not 
General Rofs; no Member of the long Robe; But the Mem- 
bers of the court-martial themfelves. ‘Their knowledge of the 
cuftom and ufage of their own profeffion fuggefted the difficulty, 
and upon that the queftion came before the Judges. As one of 
that defcription, he had delivered his opinion, the unanimous 
opinion of all of them, and after Re had delivered it, he had 
heard from an infinite number of officers, that theyfhould have 
been exceffively furprized, had he delivered any other opinion 
than he did. His Lordfhip ftated the @oubts, that he at one 
time prevailed, even refpecting Half-pay Officers being fubje& 
to the Mutiny Bill, and mentioned the furrender of Prefton, in 
the rebellion of 1715. At that time a number of young men, 
on half-pay, had entered into the rebellion; the Government 
had juft before iffued a Proclamation, putting the half-pay lift on 
full pay, and ordering them to hold themfelves in readincfs, 
when called upon to enter into actual ferviée. The young men 
who furrendered, werc all ot them, except one, who proved that 
he had refigned his commiffion before the half-pay was changed 
to full pay, tried by court-martial and executed. With regard 
to the argument of the Noble and Learned Lord, upon the 
Articles of War, it would be a good one to apply to thofe 
countries, where the Government was military, but not toa 
country conitituted as this was. It might apply to Francc, 
but not to England. ‘The Articles of War, and the Mutiny 
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Bill, were the code for the Government of the exiting army, 
the army in actual fervice; but not for Officers holding Com- 
miffions by Brevet, nor for officers on half-pay. With regard 
to an Oficer by Brevet, /peaking irreverently of the Sovereron, it 
would be a great offence ; but what was the punifhment of fuch 
an offence under the Articles of War? He was to be cafhiered. 
His Lordfhip expatiated on this, and admitted that an officer 
fo offending 6ught to be punifhed. He obferved, however, 
that the fame Article of War, that declared fpeaking irreverent- 
ly of the Sovereign to be an offence, alfo deemed it an inftance 
of mutiny, and ftated, that to fpeak rudely to a fuperior officer 
was an offence likewife; but he appealed to Lord Amherft, 
whether, if an officer not in a€tual fervice, fhould accidentally 
hold uncivil language to him in promifcuous company, he fhould 
think he ought to be tried by a court-martial, though were any 
officer of inferior rank in actual fervice to hold fuch language to 
him, he undoubtedly would think it his duty, not from perfonal 
feelings, but from refpe& to his own rank, and the difcipline of 
the armyS in that cafe to proceed to bring the offender to a court- 
mastial. [Lord Amherft nodded in confirmation of Lord 
Loughborough’s reafoning.] As the Bill ftood_ worded, his 
Lordfhip faid, this extraordinary cafe was in pofiibility, viIZ.— 
that a capricious, ill-advifed Government might order every 
Brevet Officer to goto Gibraltar, and there detain them. He 
reafoned upon this for fome time, as a cafe actually in poffibility, 
and afked if their Lordfhips would fuffer a Bill, warranting the 
bare pofibility of fuch a cafe, to pafs into a law? 
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The Lord Chancellor, in reply, faid, that whileowe had a Lord Thur- 


ftanding army, we muft provide laws for the good govern- 
went of that army, in order to make it as perfect,°in point of 
difcipline, as the army of any other country to which it might 
ftand a chance of being oppofed. There muft, therefore, be 
a Mutiny Bill, and that Bill muft be made to apply to the 
army, fuchas it was, that we kept ftanding. With regard to 
the Noble and Learned Lord’s poffible cafe of all the Brevet 
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Officers being ordercd to Gibraltar, the converfe of the cafe 
was equally to be provided againit. Suppofe every general 
officer, when called upon to go upon a particular tervice, 
fhould refufe to go; would the Noble and Learned Lerd fay, 
there ought not to be a Bill to enable the Government to 
avert fuch an evil? He admitted his fuppofition was like the 
Noble and Learned Lord’s, a very extreme cafe, but it was 
equally poffible to happen with the cafe of the Brevet Officers 
being fent to Gibraltar.—His Lordfhip repeated fome of his 
former arguments. 

The Queftion was then put, and the Bill was afterwards 
reported to the Houfe by Lord Scarfdale without amendment. 





Afonday, Aarsh 26. 
The Order of the Day being read for the Lords to be 


fummoned, 

Lord Kawdon rofe to make a Motion, declaratory that the 
Convention concluded between his Britannick Majefty and 
the King of Spain, and figned at London the 14th of July, 
1786, did not mect with the favourable opinion of that Houfe. 
His Lordihip ftated, that the Mufquito Shore, given up to 
Spain by the Convention, had been in the pofflefflion of Great- 
Britain for more than a century, that it confified of a terri- 
tory of between four and hve hundred miles in length, and 
was nearlysofahe depth of one hundred miles inland from the 
fea. That there were on it various fettlements, and that the 
refidents, at the time of its ceffion, confiffted of near 1500 
Britifh fubjeéts, including Whites, malc and fcmate, perfons 
of mixed colour and their flaves. “That a regular form of 
Government had been eftablifhed on it, confittins of a Coun- 
cil, &c. &c. many years fince. ‘That it was a fettement of 
great value and importance to tuis Country, and that our 
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claim to ıt waè as good as our claim to the iland of Jamaica. 
In fupport af thefe affertions his Lordfhip produced Various 
documents of the Governor and Affembly of the ifland of 
Jamacca, and other corroborating papers. In exchange for 
this valuable fettlement, he faid, the Britifh Miniftcrs had 
contented themfelves with accepting a narrow flip of territory, 
of between eleven and twelve miles in extent only. His 
Lordfhip reafoned, much at length, and with great ability 
and perfpicuity on this difadvantageous exchange, and having 
fufficiently enforced the impreffion of his object on the minds 
of the Houfe, he read to the Houfe part of the fourteenth 
Article of the Treaty, which was as follows: 

< His Catholic Majefty, prompted folely by motives of hu- 
manity, promifes to the King of England, that he will not 
exercife any act of feverity againft the A@/guitos, inhabiting 
in part the countries which are to be evacuated, by virtue of 
the prefent Convention, on account of the conneétions which 
may have fubfifted between the faid Indians and the Engiz/h.”” 

His° Lordfhip commented upon this article, in terms of 
pointed feverity, contending, that it was a moft degrading 
humiliation of Great-Britain, and fuch as loudly called for the 
cenfure of that Houfe, on thofe Minifters, who had confented 
to fuffer it to ftand a part of the Treaty. After putting this 
in a {trong point of view, and urging a variety of arguments 
to prove, that the trade carried on through means of our pof- 
feffing the Mofquito {hore was a fource of great advantage, 
his Lordfhip concluded with moving, 

«c That the terms of the Convention with Spain, figned 
on the 14th of July, 1786, do not meet the favourable opi- 
nion of this Houfe.” 
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Lord Ofborne (Marquis of Carmarthen) obferved, that when Lora"Of- 


the Noble Lord firft mentioned the fubject of his Motion in 
the Houfe, he had, with his ufual politenefs declared, that he 
did not impute the Convention with Spain to him, or con- 
fider it asa meafuse for which he was refponfible. The Mar- 
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quis begged léave to take that opportunity of decl. rino, that 
he was not only refponfible for ıt as one of the M nift rs ho- 
noured with his Majeft,’s cor fidence, but that he wa the 
Minifter moft particularly and perfonal'y refponfible, ebeing 
that Minifter who had firned the Convention; nor did he 
wifh to fhrink in the f{malleft degree from the refponfib. lity 
that belonged to the meafure. If he had fioned the Conven- 
tion complained of, and given up the Nufquito fhore, merely 
for the purpofe of taking a narrow flip of territory of not more 
than between eleven and twelve miles in extent, in exchange 
for a territory of between three and four hundred long, and 
near one hundred in depth inland from the fea, he would be 
moft ready to acknowledge, that he deferved every poffible 
cenfure, and to have his name branded with infamy, and 
delivered down to pofterity with all that odium and difgrace 
that ought fo defervedly to be annexed to he name of that 
Minifter, who could fo bafely have betrayed the interefts of 
his country. But he had the happinefs to know, that the 
Convention had been formed on far different grounds than the 
mere exchange of territory. The fixth Article of the Definj- 
tive Treaty of Peace with the King of Spain, rendered a 
Convention neceflary, and on that ground it had been nego- 
ciated and concludi.d. He was ready to admit, the Marquis 
faid, that in pacific times, when all was quiet, the Moquito 
{hore might be looked upon as a valuable pof{effion; but con- 
fidering its fituation, with a jealous neighbour at the back of 
it, we might have found ample reafon ‘to have regarded it 
otherwife. »Imthis, as in many other cafes, where, upon the 
face of the tranfaction Minifters might appear to be to blame, 
there was {trong and fufficient ground of juftification, if the 
difcretion due from men in high executive offices did not teach 
them rather to rifque their own character, and to be contented 
with a confgioufnefs of their innocence, than refort to that 
mode of juftification which muft neceffarily reft on a difclofure 
of facts, highly neceflary for the purpofes of national fafety, 
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and the continuance of the public peace and tranquitlity to be 

kept conc aled. On the prefent occafion, he would not be 

the Minifter mean cnough to juftify himfelf by the betraying 

of any fecrets that ought not to be made public without the 

confent of the Crown, and which, if made public, might be 
attended with confequences prejudicial to the country. 

‘The Duke of Manchefler declared, he rofe in confequence Æ of Man- 

of the blame that micht otherwife be thought imputable to iii 
him, for the part he had taken in negociating and concluding 
the Definitive Treaty, under the authority of one of the Arti- 
cles of which it had been declared that the Convention with 
Spain was rmeceflary. He owned, he felt himfelf particularly 
embarrafied in what manner to fpeak on the prefent occafion, 
fince it was almoft impoffible for him to explain his own con- 
duct, without going into a variety of matters that the Houfe 
could not properly comprehend, unlefs they had all the papers 
before them to which thefe matters referred, and that perhaps 
his Majeity’s Minifters might not think it prudent to permit. 
He weuld not therefore attempt to fay any thing that might be 
confidered as betraying State fecrets; he would content him- 
Telf with merely declaring, that the Cunieensban went a great 
way farther than the Definitive Treaty made it“heceffary to go, 
The Duke defired it to be thoroughly underftood, that he felt 
no unwillingnefs to go fully into the matter, but was ready to 
do it, if the papers in queftion could be brought regularly be- 
fore the Houfe; and he really did not himfelf think the pro- 
duction of them would do any hurt. 

The Earl of Cariifle {poke of the Mafquito Share as a fettle- Earl of Car- 
ment that had been in the unditturbed poffeffion of Great- ae. 
Britain for more than a century, and went intoa feries of rea- 
foning, grounded upon references to dates and Treaties, to prove 
that it had been fo. His Lordfhip quoted the year 1748, and 
other periods, to prove ghat our claim to it had been recognized, 
and after much argument to ftablifh that fact,” faid, he could 
pot agree that it wes right to contend in that Houfe for the 
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value*of ehe trade carried on by means of the Mofg ito Shore 
fettlemens, if it was really, what he feared it muft be achnow- 
ledged to be, nothing more than a fmuggling trade upon the 
Spaniards i their fettlements. Another reafon why he 
could not agree to the Motion generally was, on account of 
the extreme delicacy of queftions like the prefent. T here was 
fo much to be faid of the difcretion that Minifters were bound 
to exercife upon fome parts of their conduct, that, where that 
was ferioufly pleaded, and it was declared, that necefflary mo- 
tives of fecrecy prevented their making ufé of the juftification 
in their power, he thought that degree of cregit was due to 
them at leaft, that it fhould be taken for granted, that they 
had other, and much ftronger reafons for what they had done, 
than appeared on the face of the tranfaction. Queftions of 
cenfure, he added, were thofe kind of queftions that, in hrs 
mind, ought not to ret upon myflerious and uncertain facts, 
but upon broad, palpable, felf-eviderst mifconduG, and there- 
føre he could not help giving Minifters credit for having had 
other, and fufficiently juftificatory motives, for giving «p the 
Mofquito Shore. But there was a parteof the Convention, 
which the Noble Lord had mentioned in the latter part of his 
Ipeech, and of ‘which the Noble Marquis had omitted te take 
any the feaalleft notice, and that was the language of the 14th 
Article of the Convention; that was, his Lordfhip faid, a 
matter on which he had Hoped the Noble Marquis would have 
given their Lordfhips fome fatisfaction, though he was at a 
lofs to imagine how any Minifter could Juftify himfelf for 
having hung up the humiliation of Great-Britain in every 
Court in Europe, in an asticle fo degrading to the national 
honour. He-enlarged on this, as a juft ground of cenfure, 
becaufe there could be no fecret reafon for fuch a mortifying 
facrifice of the fpirit of the country, and faid, on that grund 
he thought the Motion juftifiable. 

Lord Vifccunt Stormont declared he would, as fhortly as 
pofiible, ftate his reafons for fupporting the Motion; he was 


not 













































yi s > 

5 - 

A T = 
C Cy’ 
SS ot a 


A. 1787 D E BAT E 5. 


not able, ii he were ever. fo defirous, of fpeaking at length upon 
that or an} other fubject. [His Lordfhip had a Tevere hoarfe- 
nefs.] He tien began to fay, that in all negociations there 
ought to be a pamty of advantage in the exchange of territories. 
In the prefent cafe, there was clearly no fuch parity.—He was 
proceeding to enter on an examination of the Article of the 
Definitive Treaty, and to compare it with the Convention, 
when he was interrupted by 

The Duke of Richmond, who faid, he rofe to fpeak to order. 
His Grace apologized for having interruptcd the Noble Vif- 
count, but faid, he could not think it either orderly, or fair, 
to go into mafters that could not be faid to be regularly before 
the Houfe, the papers on which the comparifon refted not 
having beet produced. “The Duke reminded the Houfe of 
what had fallen fram the Duke of Mancheiter, who had felt 
himfelf precluded from a juftification of his own conduct, for 
the want-of thofe papers, The Duke was further alluding to 
the Duke of Manchefter’s fpeech, when 





IIQ 


Duke 6f 
Richmond. 


Logd Portchefter called his Grace tg order, declaring it was Lord Port- 
diforderly for any Noble Lord, who had called another Noble sheker, 


“Lord to order, to allude, in the courfe of what he faid to 
juftify his having done fo, to what had fallegin debate from 
another Noble Perfon. 


The Duke of Richmond defended himfelf, by flating, that it Duke of 


was neceflary for him to have faid what he had done, in order 
to fhew why the Noble Vifcount had been diforderly. 


Richmond, 


Lord Stormont then rofe again, and thanked the Noble Duke Lord Star- 


for having acted as he had, declaring he flood corrected, «and 
would take the queftion up in a different way. © His Lordfhip 
then went much at large in defence of the Motion, declaring 
it was the mildeft Motion that could have been made ona 
master of fuch palpable mifconduct. He faid, the Minifter 
had been to blame for the irregular manner in which he had firit 
introduced the Convention to the notice of Pacliament in the 
Speech from the Throne, which in that inftance might, with 
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peculiar juftice, be called the Speech of the Minift-r. He had 
been to blante likewife for, an exchange of terrigory, which 
was not fo juftificable as that recorded of old, via. the change 
of gold for brafs. He fpoke of the long eftablifhed right of 
this country to confider the Mofquito Shore as her un@oubted 
poffeffion; a territory that fhe held by as good a claim as fhe 
held the ifland of Jamaica. He icferred to the argument of 
Lord Carlifle on this peint, and quotcd, as his Lordthip had 
done, different periods, to prove that our right had been re- 
cognized by Treaty. He inftanced two precedents where 
motions of cenfure had been moved, and one in which the 
Prime Minifter of the day (Lord Oxford) had” jọpincd in fup- 
porting the motion. He particularly enlarged on the 14th 
Article, as an unneceflary degradation of the country, and 
faid, the Mofquito Indians had proved themfelves faithful al- 
lies, and had invariably adhered to the interefts of Great- 
Britain. He contended, that they were an independent people, 
and that we had noright whatever to deliver them qver to the 
Spanifh yoke. He fpoke alfo of the Britifh fubjects, to whom 
we owed undoubted proteétion ; and concluded his fpeech with 
declaring, that he would not give Minifters any advice that he 
would not take himfelf, and that he would, on no account 
whatever, have had a hand in the Convention. 

Toia Taws Tbe Lora Chancellor left the Woolfack, and anfwered the 

sows various arguments that had been urged in fupport of the Mo- 
tion. He began with declaring, that he had expected to have 
heard the Queftion fpoken to with that degree of explicitnefs 
ang candour that belonged toit. He had looked for more ac- 
curacy of defcrițption, in point of geographical character, than 
had been attempted. The Mofquito Shore had been talked of 
as a tract of cOuntry extending between four and five hundred 
miles, without the fmalleft mention of the fwamps and mo- 
rafles with which it was interfperfed, nor any allowance for 
the parts of it that were actually impoffible to be either culti- 
vated or inhatited. With regard to fettlements, it would 
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have been imagined, by thofe who were ftrangers to the fa&, 
that there had been a regular Government, a regular Council, 
and eftabl thd Laws, peculiar to the territory, when the fact 
Was, there-neithes had exifted one nor the other. His Lord- 
fhip wént intothe hiftory of the fettlement, tracing it down from 
the-year 1650 to che year 1777, mentioning Lord Goda] phin’s 
Treaty and all its circumftances, and deducing arguments from 
each fact he mentioned, to prove that the Mofquito Shore 
never had been fairly to be deemed a Britifh fettlement; but 
that a detachment of foldiers had been landed from the ifland 
of Jamaica, who had ereéted fortifications, which had been 
afterwards, by order of the Government at home, abandoned 
and withdrawn. He inftanced the tranfa&tions on the fubjec 
at the Peace of, Paris in 1763, when Governor Littleton go- 
verned Jamaica, and enlarged upon them, to fhew that this 
country, by the Peace of Paris, had renounced whatever claim 
fhe might before that period have fancied fhe had a right to 
maintain ;. and had given a frefh proof of her having done fo, in 
the year 1777, when Lord George Germaine, the Secretary 
for the American department, fent out Mr. Lawrie to the 
Wiofquito Shore, to fee that the ftipulations of this country 
with Spain were carried fully into execution. His Lordfhip 
enlarged very much on thefe particulars, and after enforcing 
and applying them to the arguments that had been urged in 
defence of the Motion, proceeded to notice what Lord Carlifle 
had faid on the delicacy of queftions of that fort, declaring, 
that he had been happy to hear the matter fo judicioufly ob- 
ferved upon. His Lordfhip faid, he fhould have been ex- 
tremely glad if the whole grounds of the tranfaction could, 
with prudence and prop-iety, have been gone jnto; but, as 
that could not be done, he muft meet the matter as he found 
it. With regard to the degradation of the country, that the 
14th Article was pretended to hold out, he denied the fact. 
The Mofquitos were not our allies; they weremnot a people 
we were bound by treaty to protect; nor were there any thing 
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like the number of Britifh fubjeéts there that had been ftated, 
the number having been, according to the laf! report from 
thence, only 120 men and 16 women. ‘The fa : was, we had 
procured (by contract, if Noble Lords pleafed) a ftipulation 
that the King of Spain would not punifh thofe Britifh fubje&ts, 
and the Mofquitos, who had poffeffed themfelves improperly 
of the rights belonging to the Spanifh Crown, and in confe- 
quence of fuch irregular pofieffion, had perfifted, for a courfe 
of time, but with frequent interruption, in the enjoyment of 
thofe rights. His Lordfhip repelled the argument, that the 
fettlement was a regular and legal fettlement, with fome fort 
of indignation; and fo far from agreeing, as dad been con- 
tended, that we had uniformly remained in the quiet and un- 
queftioned poffefflion of our claim to the tergitory, he called 
upon the Noble Vifc unt to declare, as a man of honour, 
whether he did not know to the contrary? 

Lord Stor- Lord Stormont replied, and mnuintained his farmer argument, 
= as to the general turn of it.—W ith regard to the queftion that 
the Noble and Learned Lord had put to him fo pointgdly, he 
could not but obferve, that a Noble Dyke had called him to 
order, for going to fpeak particulaily t the very point which 
the Noble aad Learned Lord now called upon him to anfwer 
to. His Lordfhip then went into argument to meet, that 
queftion. 

"See Raw- Lord Rawdon rofe, to take notice of fome paflages of the 
Noble and Learned Lord’s fpeech that had gone upon whit 
had fallen from him, and anfwered themefcve ally. He pro- 
duced fome documents figned by General Dalling, when Go- 
vernor of Jamaica, to prove that a Superintendant had been 
fent over to the fettlement on the Mc fquito Shore at that 
time, with a view to form a Government. His Lordfhip alfo 
quoted the year 1744, as one proof that there had exeited a 
Council of Trade, &c. publicly recognizcd by this country fo 
long fince. ~ With regard to there having been mutual claims 
equally urged by Great-Britain and Spain, the teft of ability 
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in Minifters, he faid, would have been proved, by thair hav- 
ing made gocd our claims, and not by their having ceded them 
to the claims of Spain. His Lordfhip declared, that he had, 
upon the whole, heard nothing that had induced him to think 
otherwife of the propriety of his Motion, than before he had 
offered it to their Lordfhips confideration. 

The Lord Chancellor replied, and faid, he was aware of the 
application for a charter, but he wifhed the Noble Lord had 
mentioned the anfwer that was given to that application, when 
it had been made. His Lordfhip faid, the having fent a Su- 
perintendant over, with a view to the eftablifhment of a regu- 
lar Council, &c. did not by any means prove that the Go- 
vernment at home had countenanced the fcheme. He referred 
the Nob!e Lord to what he had before ftated, relative to the 
conduct of Governor Littleton in 1763, and of Lord George 
Germaine in 1777, as an ample proof that, let what would 
have been the ftate of the Mofquito Shore, or the opinion of 
this country, in 1744 or 1748, the idea of fettling there had 
been changed completely fince, and the fortifications recently 
abandoned and withdeawn. His Lordfhip faid, he had heard 
a Minifter called upon a {peak out. He wifhed Noble Lords, 
who fupported the queftion, would fpeak out. “Would they 
fay, the trade carried on from the Mofquito Shore was any 
thing, either more or lefs, than a /muggling trade upon the 
Spaniards and their fettlements ? And would any Noble Lord 
fay, that a Britifh Minifter, in any given fituation, ought to 
maintain and fuppdrt fuch a trade, in the face of Parliament, 
or in negociation with any one foreign Court whatever? 

Lord Rawdon faid, he had not arpued upon what would 
have been done, had a charter been granted wher applied for, 
but had produced a document to eftablifh a fact, and to prove 
tbat fhere had many years fince exifted a Council t protect 
trade, anda regular form of Government. 

Lord 
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Ld Hawkee Lord Hawke corroborated this, by inftancing the Treaty of 


1672, ənd a Negociation of 1717, a few years affer the Treaty 
of Utrecht. 


At length the Queftion was put, and the Houfe divided, 
Contents 17, Not Contents 53. 





Luefday, Alarch 27. 


The Order of the Day, being the third reading of the Bull 
for building a bridge at Gainfborough over the réver Trent, 

as The Lord Chancellor left the Woolfack, to objeét to the 
faid Bill, upon the ground of its containing a claufe to exempt 
the folis of the faid bridge from being rated or affeffed for or 
towards any public or parifh rate, tax or duty whatever He 
ftated, that al property that was improved, by the laying out 
any fum of money, fhould pay towards the parochial burdens, 
and that, as the bridge was private property, there was no 
reafon why it fhould be exempted frgm the general rule. 
That there was now a ferry, which did pay to the parifh rafts, 
and therefor“ that the inhabitants of the parifh or parifhes, 
whofe parifh rates were fo eafed by fuch payment, would be 
injured, if the bridge were built, inafmuch as the ferry would 
thereby be deftroyed, and the faid inhabitants be deprived 
(under this claufe) of their property, without notice, and 
without any compenfation, the faid inhebitants not having 
feonified their confent to the claufe in queftion. 

Earl Staibope rofe, to differ entirely from the learned Lord, 
and {tated clearly his grounds for fuch difference of opinion. 
He faid, that no perfon either did, or could, contend, that the 
bridge at Gainfborough, acrofs the river Trent, was got an 
object of great public utility, and that it would be highly im- 
proper to {tap fo meritorious an undertaking, on account of 
the oj: étions of the learned Lord, which he conceived were 


Earl Stan- 
hope. 
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perfectly ill founded. That, fo far from thinking that *a// 
property fhould be taxed, he contended that it ought to be 
laid down by the Houfe as a general and unive? fal rule, (liable 
to no exception in any cafe whatever,) that the tolls of all 
br es, roads, canals, inland navigations, and every under- 
taking whatever, the object of which was to open and facili- 
tate the free communication from one part of the country to 
another, fhould always be exempt from paying any parifh 
rates, or any other tax of any kind whatever; and that he 
wifhed the public at large fully to underftand that rule fo laid 
down. He expatiated upon the utility of canals, and ftated 
that it would fhew the principle laid down by the learned Lord 
in its true colours, if it were applied to a canal that pafles 
through ten, twenty, or thirty parifhes.—-If the tolls of fuch 
canal are to pay taxes in each of thefe parifhes, the tolls would 
become fo much more confiderable, as to fruftrate the very ob- 
ject of a canal, which is to‘open a free and cheap communica- 
tion. That this principle was equally abfurd, when applied to 
a finglé bridge, though it was, no doubt, lefs detrimental in 
this cafe, becaufe the application was lefs confiderable in point 
of extent ; but, being a bad principle, it ought not to be ad- 
mitted in any cafe whatever. That, fo far from the inhabi- 
tants of the parifhes being lofers by this undertaking, on ac- 
count of the difputed claufe, they would be moit extremely 
benefitted by this bridge, and would not thank the learned 
Lord at all for his defence of their interefts, which were not 
attacked, except by the learned Lord himfelf. 

Earl Stanhope then faid, that he would put.the Noble and 
T.earned Lord in a dilemma, out of which he could not extri- 
cate himfelf.— That the learned Lord had zot contended that 
the profits to the proprietors of this bridge were greater than 
what was reafonable, confidering the heavy expences and rifks 
attending the undertaking. If then thofe profits are mot too 
great, is it not an act of injuftice to diminifh them by a tax 
upon the tolls? And if thofe profits are zot to be —— 
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then the talls muft be encreafed, and money taken out of the 
pockets *of the public, to ferve two particular parifhes, who are 
already fo highly benefited by the general and adimirable ope- 
ration of this Bill. What a principle! _ ; 

Earl Stanhope then ftated to the Houfe the ridicul tnat 
would refult from the rejection of this Bill to erect the propofed 
bridge acrofs the river Trent; faafmuch as the learned Lord 
had let pafs a Bill, which had received the Royal Affent by 
commiffion a few days ago, and the title of which was, ‘$ 4” 
AS for making, maintaining, and repairing, a Road from theW eft 
End of the Bridge intended to be built at or near the Ferry over 
the river Trent, from Gainfborough, in the county of Lincoln, 
to, &c.”? So that, after the three branches of the Legiflature 
had enaéted that a Road fhould be made to this intended Bridge, 
the learned Lord comes to ftop the Bill which is propofed fo 
build the Bridge, to and for which the Road is to be made. 

Parer The Duke of Norfolk faid a fl.» words in fupport of the 
Bill, and fhewed clearly the difference between the cafe of any 
man improving his private property, and a fet of perfons laying 
out money to promote an object of great public utility; and 
faid, that the principles that applied to the one were inappli- 
cable to the other. 
gal Thur- The Lord Chancellor made a fhort reply, and faid, he fhould 
a not divide the Houfe. 
‘The Bill then pafled. 


[MARCH 27. 





SUSSEX GAOL BILL. 


The Bill, shat the Houfe of Commons had fubftituted in 
lieu of that which they had rejected, as being a Money Bill, 
having bcen“received, 

oe The Duke of Richmond rofe, and argued in favour of the 
oo" Bill, and for the difpenfing with the ftanding order againft 
receiving a Bill fo circumitanced. His Grace fhortly ftated, 
tha: the Lioufe of Commens had confidered it as a Money Bill, 
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as it gave the Vommiffioners a power of levying upon,.the 
public the expence of building the gaol, and had therefore 
rejected the BA]. The Duke concluded with moving, ‘© that 
the Standing Ord®r be difpenfed with.” 

The Lord Chanullor left the woolfack, in order to difcharge 
what he termed the moft painful part of his duty, as no man 
could w.fh lefs than he did to thwart the wifhes cf any indivi- 
duals refpecting the object of a private Bill ; but as the ftand- 
ing orders of that Houfe were made on the principles of equal 
juftice, and with a view to give the loweft Chimney-fweeper 
in the kingdom his right, as readily as it would be given to 
the firft man “in the realm, it became indifpenfibly incumbent 
on him to fuggeft to their Lordfhips, that the Standing Order 
was directly in the teeth of the Motion then before the Houfe. 
His Lordfhip then recapitulated the circumftances of the cafe, 
and admitted, that it had not been forefeen that the Houfe of 
Commons would have deemed the Bill a breach of their privi- 
leges claimed in 1674; but having Gone fo, he muft fubmit it 
to their Lordfhips, whether they ought to violate their Stand- 
ing Order. 


127 


Lord 7 
g | hui low. 


The Duke of Richmong admitted, that the Noble and Duke of 


Learned Lord had faithfully done his duty, ir laying down 
the principles that he had ftated, and that every fubjeét, the 
loweft and moft infignificant, as well as the firft Peer in that 
Houfe, had an equal claim to jultice; but he begged leave to 
contenl, that the cafe, with refpeét to the prefent Bill, flood 
On finzgular and diftinét grounds. His Grace ftated what the 
particulars were that feparated the cafe from ordinary proceéd- 
ings upon private Bills, and perfifted in his Motion, 


Richmond. 


The Dule of Manch fier ttood up an advocate for the doc- Duke of 


trines ftated by the Lord Chancellor, but could not fupprefs 
a with that the fair, conftitutional, and undoubted privileges 
of bo.h cloufes, were clearly defined and eftablifhed. With- 
out the {mallef{t imputation on that Honourable Moufe, he faid 
it muift be admitted that accidental circumftances arofe, which 

occafioned 
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occafioned the Houfe of Commons fometimes to infift upon 
unexpećłed pretenfions to privilege, rather lightly. In fuch 
cafes, the miferable fhifts to which both Houfes were reduced, 
were beneath the dignity of one as well as of the othems Na 
man, his Grace faid, was a more zealous advocate for the a 
vileges of the Commons of England, than himfelf; but furely 
thofe privileges would be more fafe and fecure, if the line was 
fo clearly drawn that they could not be inadvertently infringed. 
His Grace faid, there were fuch particular and forcible reafons 
in favour of the prefent cafe, that he fhould certainly vote for 
difpenfing with the Standing Order. 

The Lord Chancellor put the queftion, and, upon hearing 
the voices of the Contents and Not Contents, faid, ** I am afraid 
the Contents have it!” 








INSOLVENT DEBTORS BILL. 


Lor? Raw- Lord Rawdon rofe to difcharge the Order for reading the In- 

i folvent Debtors Bill a fecond time, and moved, that a new 
Order be made for reading it a fecond time on Monday next. 

Duke of ‘The Duke of Adanchefter faid, the Bill involved the profpeGs 

Mancheftere of fo many diftrefled individuals, that he hoped, for the fake of 
mercy and humanity, let the fate of the Bill be decided which 
way it would, it would not be any longer delayed, but that the 
Noble Lord’s motion was meant to be effectually complied with, 
and that the Bill would on Monday be either gone through and 
ordered to be committed, or rejected, that the unhappy perfons 
cencerned might know what they had to truft to. 

eii Raw- Lord Rawdon affured the Noble Duke he had no defire to 

l delay the Bill, but, on the other hand, an anxious wifh to get 

it pafled, confcious as he was how many it would make happy, 
and reftore to feciety. He declared, he had come down to the 
Houfe, expecting that it would be read a fecond time that day, 
but in confequence of the arrangement of other bufinefs, he 
found it rendered impoffible. 








‘The 








A. 1787.] DEBAT E S. 


129 


‘The Duke of. Norfolk faid, he had an apology-to Make for Duke of 


having been the innocent caufe of fo long delaying a Bill that 
he certainly wifhed well to, and meant to fupport. He under- 
{tood that the Bill had been delayed on account of his abfence 
town, which had been occafioned by real bufinefs, but a 
miftake had been made as to the time of his return. His Grace 
declared he had every wifh to accelerate the paffing of the Bill, 
and would give it his beft affiftance. 
Lord Rawdon declared, there had been no occafion for the 


Norruik. 


Lord Rav- 


Noble Duke to have made any apology, as he was confcious of 44" 


his Grace’s good wifhes towards the Bill. His Lordfhip con- 
cluded with moving, That the Houfe be fummoned on Monday 


next. 
Ordered. 


Friday, May 18. 





Ricuer oF VoTiINnNG AT AN ELECTION oF ScoTrcH 
PEERS. 


The Order of the Day for the Lords to be fuimmoried to take 
into confideration a Motion relative to the election of Scotch 
Peers, to ferve in Parliament, having (upon motion) been read, 


The Earl of Hopetoun rofe, and defired that the Refolution of Far! of 


January, 1708-9, relative to the votes of Scotch Peets, created 
Britifh Peers fince the Union, in cafes of Ele&tion, might be 
read. 

The Clerk read it accordingly, and it purported; that <“ At 
an election of the Sixteen Peers of Scotland, to _reprefent the 
Scotch Peerage in the Britifh Parliament, or of any one of 
them, a Scotch Peer, who had been created a Britifh Peer by 
Patent fince the Union, fhould not be entitled to vote.” 

‘The Earl rofe as foon as this was read, and faid, the fubject 
on which he had taken the liberty of troubling their Lordhhips, 
lay in a very narrow compa It wasz clear, from the Refoli- 

Vor. iin tion 
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tion tha hdd-been juft read, that the matter had been taken into 
confideration early after the Articles of Union between the two 
Kingdoms were fettled, and it appeared that it had been vety 
deliberately confidered and difcuffed, before the Refolution was © 
put upon the Journals. That Refolution had remained un 
fioned as to ifs propriety and juftice ever fince, nor had any 
Scotch Peer, in the circumftances defcribed, viz. that of having 
been created a Britifh Peer by Patent, attempted to vote for any 
of the Sixteen Peers returned to reprefent the Peerage of Scot- 
land in Parliament, till the laft ele&tion, when two Noble 
Dukes, who both poffeffed Britifh Baronies, voted for the two 
Peers, vacanctes for whofe feats kad been made, in confequence 
of a late determination of that Houfe. His Lordfhip faid, he 
imputed no blame whatever to the two Noble Dukes in quef- 
tion, but as he conceived their Lordfhips meant that their Re- 
fotutions fhould be effectual, and not remain wafte paper, he 
thought there could be no objection to his Motion, the purport 
of which was, ** that a copy of the Refolution of January, 
4708-9, be tranfmitted to the Lord Kegifter of Scotlarfd, as a 
rule for his future proceeding in cafes of @le&tion.’” His Logd- 
fhip concluded with moving the Refolution in form. 
As foon as the Motion was read, 
Lord Doug- Lord Douglas (Duke of Queenfberry) faid, the Motion went 
i materially to affect his rights, he hoped, therefore, the Houfe 
would not precipitately, and of a fudden, decide a queftion of 
fuch a nature, but would fuffer him to be heard by his Counfel 
before they proceeded to a decifion. 
tord Of- Lord Ofborse (Marquis of Carmarthen) faid, the Noble 
ae Duke apiece to miftake the nature of the Motion altogether. 
It was not g queftion involving in it confiderations of private 
right, but a plain fimple auetan whether that Houfe meant to 
abide by its Refolutions or not. The Refolution of 1708-9, 
was, in his opinion, a clear well-founded maxim, fince as 
the Sixteen Peers reprefented the Peerage of Scotland, who 
were in fact no otherwife reprefented, Scotch Peers created 
Britifh 
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Britifh Peers could have no claim to vote, as they fat uT Parlia- 
mentin their own risht, and had no claim whatever to any part 
of the compentation made by the Acts of Union to thofe, who, 
having given up their perfonal right to fit, could only fit vir- 

lly and by reprefentation. 

Tne Lord Chancellor left the Woolfack, and in a fpeech of Loid Thur- 
confiderable length, fraught with much elaborate argument, tO 
ingenious reafoning, and many {trong appeals to the juftice of 
the Houfe, earneftly exhorted their Lardfhips to be cautious 
how they proceeded precipitafely, and of a fudden to decide a 
queftion of much greater importance, thin it might, upon the 
firft blufh of it, appear to be. His Lordfhip fiated, that a Re- 
folution of either Houfe of Parliament, however unanimouilly 
carried, did not conftitute law; nothing, he faid, amounted to, 
or made law, but what had pafled both Houfes legiflatively, and 
had received the afflent of the Crown in the form of an Act of 
Parliament. That the Houfe were now called up in their judi- 
cial capacity to re-deliver a judgment that they had formerly 
delivered. That there was no new cafe before the Houfe, and 
that it was diametricaWy contrary to the practice of every, even 
the loweft Court of Juftice in the kingdom, to re-deliver a 
judgment, unlefs in confequence of fome new cafè, that made 
{uch re-delivery neceflary. As a proof how little the Refolu- 
tions of the Houfe were to be confidered as equal to law, he 
{ftated, that onthe 20th of December, 1711, that Houfe pafled 
a Refolution, declaring two Noble Scotch Dukes, who had 
been created Britifh Peers, incapable of fitting in that Houfe as 
Britifh Peers. He reafoned upon the injuftice ef thele two 
Refolutions in proportion to their d:iflerent effcéts and opera- 
tions. The firft took away the votcs of the Noble Dukes as 
Scotch Peers, and the other deprived them of their feats as 
Britifly Peers. The Refolution of 1711 was undoubtedly a very 
great harcthip, and it bad lately been done away, but how? 
Not by Refolution, but by an Act of Pathament. In like 
manner, if upon mature confideration and deliber. te difcuffion, 
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it fhould be*thoucht right to make the Refolution of 4708-9 
effectual, let it be done by due courfe of Parliamentary proceed- 
ing; let a Bill be brought in, and pafs through its regular 
ftages, but by no means let the Houfe, acting judicially, de- _ 
cide a matter that involved in it the private rights of individ ` Is. 
Whenever the queftion, whether the right of a Scotch Peer, 
who had been created a Britifh Peer by patent, to vote at the 
election of Scotch Peers to ferve in Parliament, came to be 
finally decided, there were other important confiderations to be 
decided at the fame time. For inftance, fuppofe a Scotch Peer 
was made a Bifhop; did he in that cafe lofe his right to vote at 
an election of any of the Sixteen Peers to fit in Parliament? 
When a Scotch Peer was created a Britifh Peer by patent, why 
ought his fons to be deemed ineligible to fitin the other Houfe ? 
‘Thefe, and a variety of other queftions, intimately connected 
with the Refolutron in difcuffion, his Lordfhip faid, prefcnted 
themfelves te his mind, which confiderably increafed the im- 
portance of the cafe, and pointed out the propriety of their 
Lordfhips not precipitately deciding upon the fubje&. “Another 
confideration was, what was the nature of the office of Lord 
Regifter ? Was it purely judicial, or purely minrfterial ? Or 
was it of a mixed nature? As he took it, the Lord Regifter 
was to record the decifions of the remnants of the Scotch 
Parliament, the Lords of Councily, and the Lords of Seffion ; 
to authenticate eertificates of their proceedings, and at an 
election to take by his Clerks the Lifts of the Lords who 
woted. His Lordfhip put the cafe in different ways, as to the 
dificulty the Refolution of 1708-9 being tranfmitted to the 
Lord Regifter would occafion, whether he were either judicial 
er minifterial} and contended, that inftead of preventing fu- 
ture embarrafiment, it would caufe great increafe of difficulty 
to the Returning Officer. He afked, whcre was a precedent 
to be found for fuch a proceeding as was now recommended to 
their Lordfhips to adopt? If it were of fo fimple and war- 
rantable a nature as it had been reprefented, how happened it 


that 











A. 1787.] D E B A T ES. 


that it had never entered into the head of any one Member of 
the Houfe of Commons, when an eleétion conteft was de- 
cided, to move to fend down the ground of the decifion to 
the Returrfing Officer to be the guide of his condudt at future 
&ions? His Lordfhip alluded to Lord Lou,zhborough’s 
{fpeecn on the former debate, when the queftion had been, 
whether a Scotch Peer, poffeffing a Britifh Peerage by patent, 
was eligible to be returned one of the Sixteen Peers, and ob- 
ferved, that an authority that he had quoted, had by the 
Noble and Learned Lord been faid to be an authority of little 
weight, as the writer in queftion had afterwards been put in 
the pillory. “The fact might be fo, but the writer in quef- 
tion had himfelf taken his opinion from an authority not to be 
difputed,—from the Records of the Scotch Parliament. Why 
then would not their Lordfhips wait till thofe Records could 
be confulted? They were, he underftood, to be come at, 
and were in Edinburgh at prefent. Another ground on which 
he thought the Houfe’s coming, at that time, toa decifion 
of the eQueftion improper- was, that one of the two Noble 
Dukes involved in it, was actually out of the kingdom. As 
two months had elapfed fince the ele&tion took place, he 
afked why had not the fubject been brought fofWard fooner, 
when the Noble Duke in queftion (Duke of Gordon) might 
have been prefent? He would not, he faid, impute it to de- 
fign, becaufe he well knew the Noble Earl, who had that 
day made the Motion, was infinitely abeve doing any thing 
by defign that was not perfectly candid and fair; but furely 
the Houfe would not, juft on the eve of the end af the Seffion, 
without any fort of explanation given by the Noble Earl who 
made it, agree to the Motion behind the back, and in the 
abfence of the Noble Duke, whofe rights the Refolution, 
once*agreed to, would materially injure. After a variety of 
{trong arguments of a fimilar tendency, his Lordfhip earneftly 
preffed the Houfe not to precipitate the Motion, declaring, 
that although the Noble Earl had done him the honour to put 
K 3 a copy 
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a cépy Of it-into his hands the preceding day, he had been at 
the time engaged in cenverfation of fo arduous a nature, that 
he had not fufficiently noticed its tendency ; andas the Houfe 
in general were flrangers to it till it had been made, the Houfe 
might be faid to have been taken by furprize, which y 
ought ‘not to be the cafe in a matter of fuch confiderable 
importance. 

The Earl of Hopetoun rofe to explain. His Lordfhip de- 
clared he had been fo fhort before, becaufe the ground on 
which the Motion ftood was fo obvious, that he had thought 
it unneceffary to take up the time of the Houfe. ‘The Earl 
ftated, that the object of his Motion was to enforce the Re- 
folution of the Houfe, which their Lordfhips certainly meant 
fhould be obeyed, and fhould be the rule of conduct at every 
election fubfequent to the time of originally paffing it. He 
faid, that it had been obeyed till in the inftance of the late 
election, when the vates of two Noble Dukes, who had b.en 
created Britifh Barons, had been tendered and ta en in the 
face of the Refolution. Fle denied that it at al] intruded upon 
the private rights of thofe Noble Duk®@s; it left their rights 
as entire as they were before, and pointed out to them, that 
if they thought themfelves injured, they muft apply to that 
Houfe for a remedy. With regard to his having come upon 
the Houfe by furprize, he begged leave to deny that charge. 
He had given notice, that he fhould make a motion relative 
to the right of voting at the eletion of Scotch Peers to fit in 
Parliament, above ten days agó, and he knew not of any 
obligation «yon a Peer to do more when he gave notice, than 
juft ftate what the fubject was to which his Motion would 
point. | i 

Earl Stanhope faid, the Noble and Learned Lord’s argu- 
ments had been extremely plaufible, and extremely fallacious, 
as he would prove. The Noble and Learned Lord had de- 
clared the right of voting for reprefentation in Parliament to 
be a private right. "The very reverfe was the fat. The right 
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of voting for Parliamentary reprefentation was a. pubiic right, 
veíted in an individual as a truf{t, to be exercifed by-him for 
the benefit of the community. In fupport of this do@trine his 
Lordfhip quoted fhe authority of the late Sir George Saville, 
‘whom he reprefented in his true light as a man of found 
judgment, great knowledge, profound fagacity, and unim- 
peachable virtue and integrity. Sir George, his Lordfhip 
faid, ufed to reafon thus : If the right of voting at an eleétion 
were a private right, any individual poffefiing it might publicly 
fell it, as well as he might legally difpofe of any other part of his 
private property. But the fact is otherwife, itis a public right, 
vefted in hinfas a truftee, and he is liable to heavy penalties if 
he fells it. That was, the Ear] faid, the clear and undoubted 
definition of the right of voting. With regard to the prefent 
Motion and the Refolution of 1708-79, neither of them al- 
tered the right of the Noble Duke’s in queftion; they only 
pointed where they fhould come for a remedy, if they thought 
themfelves aggrieved. ‘To illuftrate his meaning, he ftated 
the case of laft Bedfordfhire election, where Mr. St. John was 
returned, and Lord Ungley was a petitioner againtt a falfe re- 
turn. On that occafion, there were, his Lordfhip faid, two 
petitions, one againft the return, and another upon the merits 
of the election. In the arguments urged on confidering the 
cafe, a diftinction had been drawn between the poféffion and 
the feat, and it had been agreed that Lord Ongley was entitled 
to the return. Upon enquiring into the merits of the election 
afterwards, the Committee re-feated Mr. St. John. In like 
manner the prefent Motion concluded upon the pofleffion, 
but it did mot decide the feat. The Noble and Learned 
Lord, the Earl faid, dared not meet him on the queftion of 
law, for there he knew the argument was fo ftrong, that no 
reafSning could fhake it. His Lordfhip declared himfelf a 
{trenuous advocate for the Mation. 
Lord Sydney faid, he defpaired of doing much good, by the Ld. Sydney. 
little he had to fay, if the arguments of the Noble and Learned 
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Lord onethe woolfack had failed to make any imprefiion upon 
the generality of the Houfe, but he could not fit {tll and hear 
a Motion perfifted ini, that was fo unneceflary a@d fo unpiece- 
dented. His Lordfhip then repeated fevera? points that the 
Lord Chancellor had touched upon, and urged additional arzue 
ments to entorce them; after which he took notice, tht as 
their Lordfhips Journals furnifhed no precedent for fuch a mea- 
fure, recourfe had been had to the other Houfe, in order to find 
one. He had, he faid, fpent a great pait of his life in that 
aflembly, confequently he was no ftranger to its proceedings; 
but he defied any Noble Lord to prove that the Houte of Com- 
mons, in any one of their election decifions, (and Many cf them 
had formerly had a good deal of faction and party mixed with 
them) ever came to fo flrange a refolution as to fend down to 
the Returning Officer, that they had refolved that fuch a fpe- 
cific principle ought to govern the election of any borough or 
town in future. His Lordfhip denied that the doctrine ftated 
by the Noble Earl who fpoke laft, had been the opifiion of Sir 
George Saville, with whom he had always lived on terms of 
the {tricteft intimacy. His Lordfhip faidg he knew the Noble 
Earl who {poke laft wifhed for nothing more than a controverfy, 
but he would™not indulge him any more than the Noble and 
Learned Lord on the woolfack had done, and that probably for 
the very fame reafon. After a few more arguments in fupport 
of the Lord Chancellor’s objections, his Lordfhip concluded. 
Lord Kinnaird controverted the arguments of the Lord 
Chancellor and of Lord Sydney. Most uħdoubtedly, he faid, 
the Refolution of 1708-9, was not a law, but it was the con- 
ftruction of the exifting law, as declared by that Houfe in its 
judicial capacity. With regard tothe rights of the two Noble 
Dukes, the agrecing to the Motion would not affeét them in 
the leaft, becaufe, in his conception, they had been decided 
upon by the Refolution of 1708-9. In anfwer to the challenge 
to produce a precedent, his Lordfhip faid, it was not to be 
wondered at that there fhould be no precedent, becaufe it was 
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a new cafe, but it was not for that reafon the lefs juff and 
equitable. If the Refolution of 1708-9 was thought, i injurious 
to private right, why not move to refcind it, and thus in a fair 
Parliamenfary wey put an end to it? So long as it ftood upon 
the Journals, it was and ought to be of efficacy. His Lordthip 
urgSd a great variety of ingenious arguments, and declared, 
that he faw no fort of occafion for the long notice, the folemnity 
of proceeding, the caution and the preparation that had been 
contended for. The Motion did not alter the Refolution of 
¥708-g, it only tended to make it anfwer the purpofe for which 
their Lordfhips anceftors originally paffed it. 


137 


The Earleof Denbigh faid, the whole of the queftion appeared Earl of 
to him to be much mifunderftood ; that the cafe did not ftand P*?"'8® 


upon a Refolution, as the Houfe feemed to have conceived, but 
was ftill ftronger ; for inftead of a fingle Refolution, it was now 
the Law of Parliament, the Houfe having done an act fubfe- 
quent to the Refolution of 1708-9, viz. Ordered the Clerk of 
the Parliament at the Bar of the Houfe, to erafe the name of 
the Marquis of Lothian from the return of the Scotch Peers, 
and to infert the name of the Marquis of Arundel. His Lord- 
fhip expatiated very ftrenuoufly upon that faa, contending, 
that it materially altered the nature of the cafe. He alfo gave 
the Hiftory of the Refolutions of the Scotch Parliament, that 
had been alluded to, and mentioned that the Lords and Com- 
mons both fat in one Houfe, and that of courfe the queftion 
that had been there carried, that no Britifh Peer, either then or 
hereafter fhould vote, was a double and a compound queftion. 
Had it been diyided, his Lordfhip faid, he did not conceive it 
would have been carried. With regard to the rights of the 
Noble Dukes, they were already decided upon, but it ought to 
be remembered, that the Noble Duke who had talked of being 
heard by his counfel, was no longer a Duke in that Houfe; he 
was only Baron Douglas. Ata dance, a ball, a dinner, or a 
fete, either in his own houfe, or elfewhere, hê was Duke of 


Queenfberry, but within thofe walls he was only Lord Douglas. | 
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He had g¢ven.up his pretenfons to any higher title, and he 
had done wifely—he bad g t a better thing for it. His Lord- 
fhip fpoke remarkably pcrtinently and point dly an fupport of 
the Motion, again reminding the Houfe, befére he fat down, 
that having acted upon the Refolution of 1708-9, 1n the in- 
ftance that he had mentioned, the Houfe had made it part ofthe 


“daw of Parliament, aid therefore, in his conception, th y had 


it not in their power to refcind it, even if the Noble Duke, 
or rather Baron, could perfuade them to go that length. 

La: Vifcount Stormont faid, the queftion had been fo ably 
and fo fully difcufled and fupported by feveral Noble Lords, 
and efpecially by the Noble Earl who fpoke 1aft, that he 
would not take up mich of the time of the Houfe by arguing 
the fubject at large. His Lordfhip then, with his wonted 
ability, combated the argumehts of the Lord Chancellor and 
Lord Sydney, and faid the Noble and learned Lord had thought 
proper to oppofe a Refolution of the Houfe, that had been 
onpinally carried without deliberation, and had been fince 
condemned and done away by Act of Parliament, to a Refolu- 
tion that had been preceded by ample delfberation, and very 
copious and abundant difcuffion, and whrch, till lately, had 
never been cailed in queftion, in any manner whatfoever. 
{The Lord Chancellor faid from the Woolfack, ‘* both Re- 
folutions were carried by the fame men.’’] Lord Stormont 
pofitively denied that fuch had been the fact, and faid he mwft, 
as it was fo aflerted, go more at length into the hiftory of the 
wọ cafes than he had intended. His Lordthip then recapi- 
tulated the hifkorical facts of thofe times, and relied upon 
them as incontrovertible evidence of the truth of his argu- 
ment. He todk notice of what the Lord Chancellor had faid 
of the authority of a writer who had been afterwards pilloried, 

and obferved, that as they were by a moft unlucky accitlent 
d prived of the affiftance of that great legal knowledge and 
ability, that had been fo effentially ditplayed in elucidating 
the former queftion, he was forry to hear any part of that 
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Noble and Learned Lord’s fpeech alluded to in hs abfence. 
He complimented the abfent and the prefent Noble and Learn- 
ed Lords or their refpective talents, and faid, he hoped in 
future times they would be looked up to as the Lord Cooper 
and Lord Somers of their day; but he could not admit that 
the Noble and Learned Lord on the Woolfack was more 
competent from his hiftorical knowledge to fpeak upon the 
Act of Union, and the intention of thofe who paffed the Re- 
{olution of 1708 g, than Lord Cooper and Lord Somers, who 
took part in all thofe tranfactions, and were principal actors 
in that glorious fcene! With regard to the Refolution of 
1708-9, it had, his Lordfhip faid, been acquiefced in for 
near 80 years, nor had any Clerk, till in a late inftance, 
dared to take any votes declared by that Refolution to be im- 
proper; it became therefore highly neceflary, that the Houfe 
fhould enforce the Refolution, by fending a copy of it to the 
Lord Regifter of Scotlafid. He owned, he was a little afto- 
nifhed to have heard it faid, that there were no precedent for 
that Houfe fending any one of its Refolutions to a Returning 
Officer. Such a declaration muft have been owing to an ac- 
cidental lapfe of memory, for furely it could not have been 
forgotten, that fo lately as the year 1762, feveral perfons laid 
claim to Scotch Peerages, and attempted to vote at the election 
of Sixteen Peers; infomuch, that their Lordfhips took notice 
of it, and entered into a ftring of Refolutions upon the fub- 
ject. Lord Stormont faid, he had one of them in his pocket, 
which he would read to the Houfe; his Lordfhip then read 
the words of a Refolution, ftating, ‘c that whereas William 
Alexander claims to vote for the election of Scotch Peers, un- 
der the title of Earl of Stirling, Refolved, that no perfon, 
calling himfelf a Scotch Peer, fhall be allowed to vote at an 
ele&tion of Scotch Peers, unlefs his pretenfions to the Peerage 
fhall have been previoufly made out to the fatisfaction of this 
Houfe ;’’ and after feveral more ofa fimilar tendency, refpet- 
ing different claimants of Scotch Peerages, his Lordfhip faid, 

there 
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there follewed a Refolution, ‘* that copies of all the preced- 
ing Refolutions be tranfinittcd ba the Lord Regifter of Scotland.” 
His Lordfhip dwelt upon this for fome time, and next men- 
tioned, that one of the {tring of Refolutions arluded to by him 
was, ** that no lift, unlefs validly figned by two witn_fles, 
fhould be capable of being received.” He put the cafe, : ıp- 





epofe that the two Noble Dukes poffeffing Britifh Baronies, by 


Ee Douglas. 


virtue of patents of creation, who voted at the laft election, 
had fent in lifts not legally figned. In that cafe, undoubted- 
ty, their lifts would not have been received, and then they 
would have acted in violation of twoof the Refolutions of that 
Houfe, inftead of one only. His Lordfhip exp tiated upon 
thefe points with great force of argument, and faid, the No- 
ble Dukes would ftand in the fame predicament that they al- 
ready ftood in, after the prefent queftion was carried. He 
concluded with declaring his hearty concurrence with the 
Motion. 

Lord Douglas (Duke of Queenfberry) rofe as foor as Lord 
Stormont fat down, and faid, if the Refolution of 1708- was 
good for any thing, he well knew he hadono ground to ftand 
upon, but he fhould ftill contend that a Refolution of that 
Houfe was no@final and conclufive, and therefore, if the pre- 
fent Motion were carried, his rights were injured materially ; 
becaufe if after the Motion were to be paffled, he were to of- 
fer to vote at any future election, his vote would be refufed, 
and confequently he fhould not ftand in the fituation he fhen 
did, as feveral Noble Lords had contended With regard to 
the invalidity g£ mere Refolutions, let the Houfe look to their 
Journals and fee how various and contradictory of each other 
their Refolutions were; inthe Refolution of 1708-9, and the 
Refolution of 1711, how was his noble anceftor (the Duke 
of Dover) dealt by ? One Refolution took away his votes*as a 
Scotch Peer, the other took away his feat asa Britifh Peer, 
and furely he was either a Scotch or a Britifh Peer. He per- 
fitted therefore, in his claim to be heard by his Counfel in 

i defence 
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defence of his rights, before a Motion was carted, which fo 
far changed the nature of thefe rirhe,, that it would put him 
in a worfe frtuation than before, nd prevent him from. votin | 
in the farft inftarce. Befides, how tillacious w., it to tcl! 
him, that he fhould ftand juft where he did, aft r the Motion 
was carried, when the Houfe, in that cafe, w uld be fortified 
by their own Refolution againft any appeal he mizat bring tò 
their bar, and would have nothine to do, but to order their 
Refolution to be read to him, as binding upon themfelves, 
and as a full and complete anfwer to all that he could have to 
urge. 

The Earl of Afercton faid, he faw no reafon to prefer one Carl of 
Refolution of the Houfe to another; as that of 1711 had been iis 
confidered as unjuft, why might not the other Refolution of 
1708-9 be deemed liable to the fame imputation. At leaft ull 
he heard fome good reafon to the contrary, he fhould hold 
himfelf_ entitled fo to confider it. His Lordfhip obferved that 
the Act of Union directed that fixteen Scotch Peers fhould be 
chofen by all the Scotch Peerage, to be their reprefentatives 

oin Parliament; why therefore were they to fet up diftinctions 
contradictory to an exprefs Aét of Parliament? 

The Duke of Richmond faid, it appeared to him to be fo Duke of 
unjuft to pafs the prefent Motion in the abfence of one Noble iii 
Duke, whofe rights would be materially affected by it; and 
when another Noble Duke, ftanding in the fame fituation, 
defired, while on his legs in this place, to be heard by his 
Counfel in defence of his rights, that he could not think. the 
Houfe ought on any account to adopt fo mortftrous a meafure, 
efpecially when it was confidered that the matter had been 
brought on of a fudden, and by furprife. His Grace declar- 
ed, that he waved all confideration of his own pe: fonal intereft 
in the queftion, and had no feruple to acknowledge that his 





private opinion was, that the Refolution of, 1708-9, wasa 
right once; but under the circumftanc-s of the cafe, he thoucht 
it moft unjuft fo attempt to enforce it in fuch a wry as that 

propofed, 
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propofed,ewithout any petition being prefented, any com- 
plaint made, or any new occafion formally ftated, to warrant 
the Houfe in its judicial capacity to re-pronounce its ODINION. 
The Duke contended, that no judicial Court ever toox ujon 
themfelves, upon their own mere Motion, and without a new 
cafe before them, to promulgate a judgment long fince delfe- 
ed. His Grace recommended a procedure by Bill, in pre- 
ference to the propofed Motion, and faid, that would be act- 
ing legiflatively, wifely, and juftly, becaufe it would remove 
all ground of coinplaint of injury, and would afford the par- 
ties, who conceived their rights infringed upon, abundant 
opportunity of making out their claims in the progrefs of the 
Bill through its various ftages. His Grace warmly reprobatcd 
the obfervation of Lord Stormont, that for nearly $0 years no 
Peer had dared attempt to votc, declaring that, in his opi- 
nion, every man from the higheft to the loweft, who thought 
he poffefled a right, was ftrictly jufttfiable in endeavouring to 
avail himfelf of that right. [Lord Stormont faid, “froin his 
feat, ** The Noble Duke miftakes me; I never faid any fuch 
thing.”?] His Grace faid, he fo underftowd the Noble Vit- 
count. He alfo took notice of part of Lord Denbigh’s fpecch, 
and before he Tat down, repeated his affertions, that the Houfe 
ought not on any confideration to come to a hafty and fudden 
decifion on a cafe of fuch magnitude, and where there was no 
real neceffity for fuch extraordinary precipitation. 

Lord Denbigh in explanation went over the principal parts 
of his former fpeech, and faid, he thought their Lurdthips 
would act wifaly to enforce a Refolution, which their anccf- 
tors had for fufficient reafons put upon their Journals. 

Lord Stormont faid, after fo pointed an allufiun to what 
had fallen from him, as the Noble Duke had made, he was 
under the neceffity of trefpaffing upon their Lordfh ps for a 
few momenrs. His Lordfhip then declared, that he had not 
talked of Peers daring to attempt to vote, but had faid, that 
for nearly ŝo years no cle:k had dercad to accept any vives in 


deliance 
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defiance of the Refolution of 1708-9, till in the inftarice of 
the late election. The expreffion, however, he begged leave 
to retract, ashe did not mean more by the words dare and 
defiaxce, than to exprefs the fact, that no attempt had b en 
made to vote by any Scotch Peer poffefled of a Britifh Peera e 
by patent of creation, nor confequently had the Clerks of the 
Lord Regifter received any vote fo tendered. The workin vrs 
of his mind, when he fpoke from ftrong conviction, his Lord- 
fhip faid, naturally occafioned him to ufe ftrong language, but 
he certainly had no intention to apply harfh terms to any de- 
fcription of perfons, whether elevated or humble in their rank 
and fituation. He could have no interefted motive for fo 
{trenuoufly fupporting the Motion; he was related by blood to 
many of the Scotch Peerage, and intimately connected by ac- 
quaintance and friendfhip with moft of them. There were 
thofe befides as dear to him as himfelf, who would be fufferers 
by the Motion being carried, (as far as the pofleffion of an un- 
juft power could be deemed fuffering) for thofe who were to 
come after him, would fit in that Houfe in their own right, 
as Britifh Peers. 
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The Duke of Richmond made a fhort reply, in which his Duke of 


Grace repeated the main points of his former argument. 


Richmonde 


Lord Walfingham and Lord Town/fend had each rifen twice, Lord Wal- 


but did not catch the Lord Chancellor’s eye before the quef- 
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fingham and 


Lord Town- 
tion was put from the Woolfack, when the Houfe divided, fend. 


MIr. Burke, accompanied by feveral Members,of the Houfe M . Burke. 


of Commons, brought up another Article of Impeachmert, 
and being at the Bar, Mr. Burke fpoke as follows, viz. 
co My 
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‘© lI am commanded by the Commons to bring here, and 
leave with your Lordfhips, this further Article na vnit War- 
ren Haftings, Efq; late Governor General of Be: gal, in fur- 
ther fupport of their Impeachment again{ft him. 

Mr. Burke afterwards brought up a fecond meflagc : 

« My Lords, 

« I am commanded by the Commons to acquaint your 
Lordfhips, that Warren Haftings, Efq; impeached by them, 
is in the cuftody of the Serjeant at Arms belonging to the 
Houfe of Commons ready to be delivered to the Gentleman 
Uther of the Black Rod, when your Lordfhifs fhall give 
order therein.” 


Lord Thur- After the Lord Chancellor had ftated the fubftance of the two 


low. 


Lord Wal- 
fingham. 


meflages, 

Lord Walfingham rofe, and began by obferving, that there 
was no branch of the functions of that Houfe, in the exercife 
of which they ought to be more cautious and cirCumf{pect, 
than in what related to their judicial character; theyeought 
alfo to be fingularly vigilant in fuch cafes, in their attention 
to the conduct of the other Houfe. Their Affembly (the 
Houfe of Lotds) was, he remarked, the moft auguft and re- 
{peétable of any tribunal upon earth, of all modes of proceed- 
ing, that by impeachment was the moft folemn, and the Im- 
peachment then before them was, confidering the magnitude 
of the charges, and the confequence and rank of the perfon 
accufed, perhaps the moft important that eVer had been enter- 
tained in ths Houfe. He had two Motions, he faid, to 
make, the one relative to commitment, the other relative to 
bail.—He wént at fome length into the mature of the criminal 
jurifdiction of that Houte and its origin, and gave a fhort 
hiftory of bail in general—-which he defined to be a delivering 
of the perfon of the accufed into the cuftody of his friends, to 
be by them produced according to the terms of their recogni- 


zance, either from day to day, or at any fixed time as the 
Courts 
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Court, out of-whofe hands he was taken, fhauld appoint. 
Bail, he obferved, was a matter of common right, and was 
formerly allowed in al! cafes, treafon and murder not exeept- 
ed, byt was afterwards taken awav in thofe cafes by ftatute; 
the admitting perfons impeached to the privileze of bail, h.d 
however been the uniform practice of that Houfe. The bail 
he fhould propofe, would be, he faid, Mp. Haftinys’s own 
recognizance in the fum of 10,000]. and that of two furcties 
in sooo]. each. The fums he had ftated were, he obferved, 
the createft that ever had been demanded by that Houfe on 
fimilar occafions, as far as he had b en able to afc rtain it, 
and he had f arched for precedents with confider .ble d.l gence = 
but perhaps other Noble Lords might have made more fuccefs- 
ful enquiries; if fo, he hoped they would ftate any oth r _re- 
cedents that might have come within the reach of their in- 
veftigation, as it was highly neceflary that the Houfe fhould 
proceed upon the fulleft poffible information. His L rdfhip 
then went into a general ftatement of the feveral precedents 
that had come within his knowledge. He firft ment.o: ed one 
in which the Houfe had demanded bail to the amount of 
200cl. the party himfelf in 1000]. and his two fureties in 
gool. each; the remaining precedents were each Of them ina 
prozreffional increafe up to 20,000l. which was the laft he 
{tated ; and in that cafe the party was bound in 7000]. and 
eleven fureties in 5,200]. each. And he remarked that 40,000l. 
had been originally demanded, but from what reafon did not 
appear; the fmaller fum was, after an interval of a fortnight, 
accepted. Dr. Sacheverel was bound in 6000). himfelf, and 
his fureties in 3000]. each. He alfo mentioned many other 
cafis, as that of fhip money, of the feven Bifhops, adherence 
to the Pretender, in none of which the bail demanded amount- 
ed to To much as 20,000]. He concluded by moving, 

« That Warren Haftings, Efq; be taken forthwith into the 
cuftody of the Gentleman Ufber of the Black Rod, or his 

VoL. IIT. L Deputy 
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Deputy er Deputies attending that Houfe, and be kept by him 

or them gill the further orders of the Houfe.’’ 

Tbe Motion being read to the Houfe by the Lord Chancel- 
Jor; it was Ordered. 

A few minutes afterwards, Sir Francis Molyneux, Gentle- 
man Ufher of the Black Rod, came to the Bar, and infermed 
their Lordfhips, ** that Warren Haftings, Efq; was in his 
cuftody.”’ 

It was then Ordered, “ that Warren Haftings, Efq; be 
brought to the Bar.” Mr. Haftings was accordingly attended 
to the Bar by Sir Francis Molyneux, where having bent his 
knee, the Lord Chancellor bid him rife, and ordered tbe Arti- 
cles of Impeachment to be read over. 

After the Clerk had proceeded fome way, Sir Francis Moly- 
neux faid, it was Mr. Haftings’s requeft, if their Lordfhips 
theught propor, that the Articles might be read fhort, and Mr. 
Haftings faid, A Lords, Í reguefi—and then ftopped. 

Soe of 5 Fhe Duke of Richmond defired, that the Article? mrzht be 

ead at length, declaring, that he was a ftranger fo their con- 
tents, fitrce he had thought it his duty no» to look at them, nor 
enquire about them, till they came regularly before the Houte- 
and therefor®, as it was a judicial proceeding, he hoped thei: 
Loréthips woald not pafs it over without due folemnity, and at- 
tentron to every part of it. 

Lord Thure “Thee £erd Chancellor left the woolfack, and faid, he had 

a ordered the Articles of Impeachment to be read over, and he 
had no reafon to think the Clerk would not do his duty. He 

Believed he had hitherto read them at length; and was proceed- 

ing fo to do when the Noble Duke had rifen. 

Mr. Arnott (the reading Clerk) then went on, and was oc« 
cafionally relieved by Mr. Cooper. 

Lord Dun- At half paft nine o’clock Lord Dunmore moved, ** That Mr. 

more. Haftings might be indulged with a chair,” which was imme- 
diately confented te by the Houfe. 




















The 





Ae 1997.) 
The reading of the Sixth Article of Impeachment being con- 

cluded, 
Lord Tozbnfind eofe, and exprefied a wifh that the remainder Se 

might be concifely read. 
The, Marquis of Stafferd faid, it was not confiftent either Marauis of 


with the dignity of the Houfe, or the honour of Mr. Haftings, 
that the Charges fhould not be gone through. 

The Duke of Richmond was alfo againft the remainder of the ae lll 
Charges being concifely read, and wifhed rather that the reading f 
might be poftponed, than not fully gone through with; for 
unlefs the Articles were fully read, it was impoffhible to judge 
what bail it would be proper to admit, 

The Lord Chancellor faid, according to the rules of the Houle, Lord Thusy 
the reading of the remaining Articles could not be poftponed. aiii 

The Clerks then proceeded with the remaining Articles, 
which having gone through, Mr. Haftings made a requeft, 
that their Lordfhips would indulge him with a copy of the 
Articles exhibited again{t him, and that they would order him 
counfel, and grant him_fufficient time to deliver in his anfwer to 
the Articles, 

Lord Walfingham rofe, and in a fhort fpeech conduded with Lord Wal- 
moving, ** That Watren Haftings, Efq; be admitted to bail, Gnghem. 
himfelf in 10,0001. and two fureties in 50001. each.’’ 

The Duke of Norfolk conceived the bail not to be fufficient. Duke of 
The higheft bail on their Loxdfhips Journals, his Grace ob- “°° 
ferved, was 40,000 l.. The Charges exhibited in the Houfe of 
Commons againft Mr. Haftings, were of great enormity, and 
deeply affecting the national character. He fubmitted it to 
their Lordfhips, therefore, whether out of refpect to the Houfe 
of Commons, and in confideration of the magnitude of the 
charges, it would not be proper to have bail to the amount of 
50,0001. He admitted, that in all cafes exceffive bail was bad, 
and contrary to Magna Charta, and declared, that if Mr. 
Haftings, or any of his friends, fhould object to that bail as 
exceffive, he fhould not perfift in his motion, 


ha 2 Lord 
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Lord H Lord*Hfopetoun was of opinion, that the bail- firt moved was 

ia fufiicient, but for the purpofe of preferving unanimity, and to 
prevént any difagreentent appearing on their Lardfhips Journals 
on fo folemn an occafion, he acquiefced in thie bail propofcd by 
the Noble Duke. 

Lord Lord Townfend feconded the Motion of the Noble Duke, 

‘Tuwnfend- ; ‘ 

~ affigning as a reafon for fo doing, that from the extent of the 

charges, and the enormity of the offences Mr. Haftings was 
charged with, he deemed large bail to be abfolutely neceflary, 
and at the fame time believed the difference of bail would be no 
confideration to Mr. Haftings. 

Lord Thur- “The Lord Chancellor wobferved, that as the Articles exhibited 

diii by the Houfe of Commons contained very confiderable and 
weighty charges, it was neceflary to have fufficient bail; but, 
his Lordfhip faid, that exceflive bail was always to be avoideds 
as by fuch bail any perfon might be imprifoned by not having it 
in his power to procure fufficient fureties. If fuch exceffive 
bail was demanded, as it was not in the power of the perfon 
impeachéd td protifre, then punifhment would be opprefiion, 
and the effet of an example would be left, His Lordfhip con- 

cluded by faying, that in his opinion, it would be proper to _ 
here to the precedent on their Journals, to prevent their being 
led aftray, and, therefore, he moved to admit Mr. Hattings to 
bail, himfelf in 2zo,oool. and {ureties in 10,0001. each. 

= The Duke of Norfolk having fignified his affent, it was ordered 
that Mr. Haftings be admitted to bail in 40,0001. 

Lord Thur- “The Lord Chancellor left the woolfack, and faid, that as the 

= Articles eshibited againft Mr. Haftings contained tranfaétions 
that had taken placè at many periods, and in many fcenes, and 
took in néarly the whole of Mr. Haftings’s conduct while in 
India, it was not poffible, in his Lordfhip’s opinion, that Mr. 
Haftings could draw up an anfwer thercto during the fhort 
period of the prefent Seffion; he therefore fubmitted it to their 
Lordfhips confideration, that Warren Haftings, Efq; be or- 

dered 
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dered to deliver tn an anfwer to the Articles in ane Mor tiy’s 
time, or on the 2d day of the next Seffion of Parliament.> 

The queftion being put, it was ordcred. 

Mr. Haftings was then called in, and having entered with 
the Ufher of the Black Rod, and knelt at the Bar, 

The L rd Chancellor ordered him to rife, and informed him, Lord Thur- 
thar their Lordfhips had, in compliance with his requeft, granted we 
him a copy of the Articles of Impeachment, and had ordered 
him to deliver in an account in writing in a month’s time, or 
on the 2d day of the next Seffion of Parliament. His Lordfhip 
farther informed him, that their Lordfhips had agreed, accord- 
ing to his requeft, to grant him counfel. He defired him 
therefore to inform their Lordfhips on the affiftance of what 
counfel he wifhed to reft his caufe. 

Mr. Hattings named Mr. Plomer, Mr. Law, and Mr. Dallas, 
who were immediately ordered by the Houfe to be his counfel. 

The Lord Chancellor further informed him, that their Lord- Lord Thur. 
fhips had admitted him to bail, himfelf in 20,000]. and two!’ 
fureties iħ 10,000]. each, and afked him whether he had fure- 
ties prefent ? 

- Mr. Uaftings anfwered in the affirmative, and having offered 
as his fureties Mefirs. Sullivan and Sumner, the Lor Chan- 
cellor afked them whether they were houfekeepers? and 
whether, after the payment of their debts, they each were worth 
ten thoufand pounds? and being anfwered in the affirmative, 
their recogniz.nces were taken, and Mr, Haftings was ordered 





to withdraw. . 

The Marquis of Buckingham moved, ** That th. Articles of Marquis of 
Impeachment might be printed for the ufe of their Lordthips.”’ el 

The Duke of Richmond feconded the Motion, 

The Lord Chancellor faid a few words in fupport of the Mo- Lora Thur- 
tion, after which the Motion being put, was agreed to, and the oi 


paper ordered to be printed, 
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Tuefday, May 22, 1787- 


INsorventr Dexzrors Be 


The Order of the Day being read for the Houle to*refolve 
itfelf into a Committee on the Infolvent Debtors Bill, 

The Duke of Norfolk fhortly ftated, that there were above 
three thoufand debtors confined in the different prifons of the 
kingdom, the lofs of whofe labour was a material injury, not 
only to their families, but to the public. That circum{ftance 
his Grace confidered as fo {trong an argument im proof of the 
neceffity of the Houfe agreeing to pafs the Infolvent Bill fent 
up to their Lordfhips by the Houfe of Commons, that he 
thought it unneceflary to take up their time by any farther dif- 
cuffion of the fubje&t. His obje&t, and that of every Noble 
Lord who meant to fupport the Bill, he faid, was to fet the un- 
fortunate and not the fraudulent debtors at liberty; the Bül 
therefore contained feveral reftraining claufes for the. prevention. 
of fraud and impofition ; but if any further reftraints fhould be 
thought neceflary, he fhould be very veac to introduce or re- 
ceive claufes for that purpofe in the Committee, and foeto 
modify the Bill as to render it acceptable to the Houic, and falu- 
tary in its effects with regard to the public. f | 

The Lord Chancellor began with faying, that no man would 
merit a feat in that Affembly, or a feat as a maciftrate in any 
court whatever, who could be infenfible to the miferies of the 
numberlefs perfons fuffering in prifon, or fo malignant an ene- 


5 


any to the happinefs of mankind as to feel a fatisfaction in their 


diftrefs ; but to a@ blindly, unguardedly, and capricioufly on 
either principle, was equality unjuft, unwife, and impolitic. 
His Lordfhip entered at large into the argument of the inex- 
pediency of Aéts of Infolvency, as well as the manifect injuftice 
òf breaking in upon that compulfory and power of coercion of 
payment with which the law of this country had armed the 
creditor for the fecurity of his property. If there was to be fuch 


a thing 
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a thing as imprifonment for debt, his Lordfhip faid it ught 
to continue unchecked and unreftrained, unlefs in cat's of 
flagrant opprefiion and unneceffary cruelty. The gener | idea 
that humanity required the intervention of the Legiflature be- 
tween the debtor and the creditor, was, he faid, a falfe notion, 
fourtded in error, and dangerous in practice. He, who had 


frequent opportunities of knowing and witnefling the temper ofe 


creditors, feldom found caufe for complaint on the ground of 
their feverity ; but on the contrary, the lenity and kindnefs of 
the collective body of creditors, who daily came before him, 
were uniformly great, warm, and abundant. He had in aid of 
his own oBfervation, a great profeffional authority (whofe 
abfence, and the caufe of it, every man muft lament) for de- 
claring, that for every twenty cruel debtors, there fcarcely ever 
appeared in the Courts of Law ene cruel creditor.—Thofe, there- 
fore, who imagined the reverfe to be the fact, were egregioufly 
_miftaken. It had been fait, that the laws refpecting debtor and 
creditor,” in mefne procefs, and in execution, {ftood in need of 
_ revifien, with a view to alteration and amendment. Perhaps 
the affertion was in fome degree founded, and he had no fcruple 
to fay, that he fhould be extremely willing to pay every poffible 
attention in his power to the confideration of { ignty and 
important a fubject, but he earneftly conjured their Lordthips 
not to countenance fuch breaches of faith with creditors as oc- 
cafional Infolvent Bills. With regard to the argument that 
there were 3000 debtors in the different goals; poffibly there 
might be that number, but the number that could be ftated 
under the circumftances of an Infolvent Bill pending in Parlia- 
Rnt, was not the number that ought to be looked to as any 
ide to that Houfe in forming and fafhioninge their opinion 
with refpect to the Bill under confideration. ‘The number of 
prifoners in a jail, including their fuites, their families, and at- 
tendants, was one number; the number of aétual prifoners, 
either on mefne procefs or in execution, was another; and the 
number of prifoners on the fpeculation of an Infolvent Bill, 
l L 4 wes 
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was third number, fo that htt argumei.t w § to be drawn 
from, chat confideration worthy of much seliance. A much 
greate evil than the lofs of liberty, his Lordfhip faud, was the 
diffipato. end corruption that prevailed in all®our piifons ; to 
that their L orc fh'`ps had much better direc their atte: tion, than 
to the defrau ing the creditor of his chance of recovering obh s 
property, by letting lof- his debtor, and taking from him tie 
hopes of payment. V\ ith regard tothe Bill under confiderauon, 
his Lordfhip f id, it was the moft obj Gtionable of the hind 
that he had exer feen. In one part it interfered with the Bank- 
rupt Laws, and took out of the hinds of the periois entrufted 
with the execution of thofe lav s, al} the caufes ot bankruptcies 
now pending, and put them into the hands of Juftices of the 
Peace. He was not fo vain, he faid, as to fuppofe, that there 
were not fome Juftices full as competent to dothat bufinefs as 
he was, or any other profeffional man, but in general Juftices 
of the Peace could not execute fuch offices fo well as thofe 
whofe lives had*been fpent in the pra‘tice. His Lordthip drew 
the diftinciion between dybtors in refpe& to trade, and debtors 
of another defcription. He fpoke of the ancient notion, under 
which a trad: fman who cauld not pay his debts was punifhable? 
Afterwards, as the principles of trady became better underftood, 
nore enlarged idcus prevailed, and the bankrupt Jews were ip- 
{tizuted for the relief of thole traders who had, through unfore- 
{en misfartunes, incurjed delts to a greater ameunt than their 
capitals and the ‘uns owing to them would fatisfy. ‘I hefe laws 
bid ever been cecmed a generous provifionseas well as a Wile, 
prsiection for ¢. fs of that defeription, On the ctherh. nd, 
thofe who ran in d Lt knowing that they nev_r fhould be ab 
to pay, were ¢ rtainly fit fubj &s of that fe verity which the la 

as it ftood, e npowcred their creditois to exercife towards them. 
The prefent bill, he pbferved, made no fort of diftingtion sbe- 
tween the two deicrniptioĘs, but provided eqnally for the liberation 
of .l de tois cf .lmoft every ceferption ; and conf quently 
being indif.riminate yn its object, could not pofibly be juft. 


His 
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His Lordfhip law great ftrefs on this remark, and then pro~ 
ceeded to ftate objections to the feveral claufes of the Bi. one 
after another. With regard to the claufe which rele ed to 
commiifliohed and non-commiffioned officers, he was very ready, 
he faid, to affift to extend the arm of the public to the relicf 
of that deferving defcription of men, but then he could not cone 
fent to extend the arm of the public to their relwf at the_ 
expence of individuals. He fpoke of annuitants for lefs than a 
thoufand pounds being included in the Bill as a moft improper 
matter, obferving, that though the limitation was to a fum lefs 
than one thoufand pounds per annum to any individual, yet the 
debtor migh¢ have ten thoufand pounds a year to pay, if it was 
divided in payment to eleven annuitants.—Another part of the 
Bill that he mentioned, with fome degree of indignation, was, 
its comprehending within the objects to be relieved by it, 
traducers of private character, perfons found guilty of the moft 
atrocious offences against fociety, whofe punifhment fell 
greatly fhort of the degree of their enormity. If an informa- 
tion were filed againft fuch wretches, they hac the impudence, 
he faid, to-threaten a juftification. If on the other hand, an 
#Etion was brought, and damages given, inadequate in every 
confideration to the proportion of their guilt, the~threw them- 
felves into the King’s Bench Prifon, and trufted to an Act of 
Infolvency for relief. “The claufe relative to fugitives beyond 
fea alfo challenged his reprehenfion. His Lordfhip confidered 
fuch claufes as affording encouragement tg bacd-minded men to 
zet into debt, goeabroad, and after having there {pent in diffi- 
nation, and at their eafe, all the remains of their fortune, “or 
mrther of the property of others, whieh they carried off with 
nm, to come back and take advantage of an.Infolvent Act 
o enable them to begin their career of fraud over again, 
Atter objecting, in like manncr, to fome of the exceptions 
rscontained in the Bill, and condemning almoft every | art of ıt, 
ghis Lordfhip fpoke of the Lords Act, upon whfPch he faid all 
fuch Bills as the Bill then under confideration was an intru- 
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fion. Ele hed bòn prevailed upon two years Zgo by a No 
Larla a22. Fim Lord Ethngham) who had ar ued with 
much as ty and wifvom on the fubjcét as he qver heard i 
man argus with, to content to alter the fum aated, as the 
mitation in that Act, fron: 100]. to 200]. which, confider 
the differcnt value of money now to what it was whens» 
Lords Act firft peffed, was not unreafonable. He ftat-d 
hiftory of the Lords Act, fhewing, that it went on the pr 
ciple of the Ceffio Bonorum in ufe in Scotland, and he dr 
from thence an argument againft the prop fed Infolvent B 
Another argument urged by him avaintt the Bill, was 
preamble of the laft Infolvent Act, pafifed foon after the ri 
of 1780. I bhat preamble was not, he faid, his drawiny, | 
that of a much abler man, and the plain meaning of it w 
an intimation to creditors that it was not very likely that z 
more Infolvent Bills would be pafled: now, though he w 
admit that one Parliament could undo what a preceding P 
Jiament had done, he afked their Lordfhips, wherher they u 
willing fo wantonly and rudely to trample on the authori + 
a former Act, and break the foederal compact, whith by t 
preamble they had, as it were, entered into with creditors | 
After a great variety of arguments, imm-diately appofite 
the Bill before the Houfe, he returned to a difcuffion of 
Jaw of imprifonment, and of the management and condu& 
our prifons. He faid, he had lately had the honour of a cx 
verfation upon the fubject with a Gentleman who was, +o 
ethers, the beit qualified to treat of it: he declared he me 
If. Howard, whofe humanity, great as it was, was at: 
equalled by his wifdom, for a more judicious or a more ` 
ble reufoner ypon the topic he never had converfed w’ 
His own ideas, his Lordfhip faid, had been turned to folit 
mmprifonment and a ftrict regime, (as the conftitution z 
nabit of living of the debtor might require,) as a puni 
mont for cebt ;° and that notion had exactly correfponded w 
Vir. Howard’s, who had agreed with him, that the great ob} 
pu 
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to be, when it bec. me neceflary to feclude amz 1 from 
of fociety, and imprifon him for debt, to take c ze that 
e out of prifon no warfe a man, in point of h cth and 
than he went in. There wasa part ot the Sco ca faw, 
his Lordfhip faid, he much admired, and that was, 
ing thofe who were concerned in advifing a tradefman 
fraudulent bankrupt, and aiding and affifting him in 
g fuch a bankruptcy, with more than ordinary feverity. 
lea he meant particularly to attend to in the project, 
e outlines of which he had, upon the fpring of his 
ər the moment, rather than from any digefted plan of 
reflection, taken the liberty of rudely fuggefting to the 
Another matter he had in contemplation was, to 
creditor to allow the groats, agreeable to the Lords 
a encreafe them, if the conititution and habit of his 
thould require it. In order to indemnify the creditor 
the meant to epable him to take out two proceffes at 
gre. what was called the writ of fieri: fa.ias, and the 
tio z¢5, and to allow the creditor to add the groats to 
he , debt, for which the eftate of the debtor, either in 
gétireverfion, or expectancy, fhould be liable. Above 
con @ ftrict regime, folitary confinement. and care to 
elvption of morals, fhould be the object, Mr. Howard 
ypifoired him, that the dampeft dungeon, in the moft 
„ga 3 ;aol he had ever entered abroad, was nothing to the 
che nd diffipation that prevailed in almoft every one 
2t © $,-to the difgrace and {fcandal of the kingdom. 
“atiep recited a ftory that Mr. Howard had told him in 
theis, and declared his wifh that he could relate it 
„nch affecting fimplicity. It was this :—A Quaker 
ac Mr. Howard to go with him to witnefs a fccne, 
ze went fingly, he feared would be too much for his 
44 Was to fee a friend in diftrefs, a perfon who had 
jinto the King’s Bench prifon. When they came 
> there, 
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there, ir. Howard iaid, they found the n in ha 
playin at Fives; they were greatly fhocked at the 
it. d afked hiia to go tothe coff « r om andeta 
of wire. The man f id, No, he had drank fo mu 


© ° 
that he could not drink wine; however, he would 


the room, and take a glafs with them Lcfore they we 
Howard and his f i-nd came away with a very differ 
ment from that which they had entertained when thx 
at the prifon, but with a fentiment not lefs affi ing 


Sfriend.—His Lordfhip commented upon this ftory, 


Lord Raw- 
dune 


urging feveral additional arguments again{ft In.olver 
general, and the Bill before the Houfe in parti ular' 
cluded with moving, ¢* that the Bill be committe 
19th of June.” 

Lord Rawdon rofe to fupport the Bill. His Lord 
feffed he laboured under peculiar difadvantages, in 
follow the Noble and Learned Lord; but as he faw 
of imprifonment for debt in a very different light fr 
which his Lordfhip had viewed it, and thought th 
the laws authorifing fuch a practice matter of ferious 
he muft trouble the Houfe with his reafons for er 
fuch an opinio The claufes of the Bill, as it ftoq 
mitted were extiemely defective, and therefore he 
into a Committee to amend thofe claufes. His Lo 
he would not detain the Houfe by enumerating all ř 
ftatutes that had paffed from the earlieft periods of | 
on the {ubjcét of imprifonment for Debt ; he? wo 
{tate the gradations of the modes of proceeding, as“ 
adopted at different periods. He then mentioned, -í 


ray fo much cttention had been paid to the ufefulr 


Sndividual to his family and the public, that wh 
property was feized, his utenfils of agriculture we 
wnattachable. Having ftated this, he faid, the writ o 


was the firft procef-, and that was multiplied till g 
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debtò was feized. Afterwards the writ of cap'as ad 
um was added. His Lordfhip talked of that ı fe- 
»pprefive procefs, and regularly traced the ftom, 
tles the Second’s time, when, in confequence ı the 
f tenures, an alteration was made in the mod wf 
a debtor, nittch to his difadvantage, and that mode 
continued „to the prefent moment. He pointed oug 
z the law was to abufe, as it ftood at this day, and 
. although he admitted Infolvent Bills to be at beft 
remedies, yet that fuch remedies muft be applied, 
e to time, as long as the law remained in its prefent 
condition. His Lordfhip complimented the Lord 
or on his intimation of his readinefs to take part ina 
ïj the law in the cafe of Imprifonment for Debt, but, 
+n time, he declared he felt it to be his duty to fup- 
Bill then before the Houfe: it was the caufe of hu- 
fince the Noble Duke had ftated, that 30co debtors 
ced upinprifons; and furely the labour of fo large a 
ubjecéts was a matter well worthy the moft ferious 
tion of the Houfe! 

arl of Hopetoun fupported the Bill, and faid, he would 
int to have it got rid of by a /hove-off a month, to 
“Yhen ıt was well known Parliament wouid not be 
sHis Lordfhip appealed to the humanity of their Lord- 
wether they would permit a Bill, fent up from the 
“fe for the relief of fo many of their fellow fubjeéts, 
C at l@aft, he hoped they would fuffer it to go into 
ittee to be altered, amended, and improved; and 
te paffed, late as it was in the Sefiion, the Houfe of 
+ would have time enough to pafs it.e— The Earl, . 








357 


Earl of 
Hope toun- 


e Of his foeech, faid, he would be bold enough to af- l 


sw, and to pronounce it a trap fet for the T radefman 
4ecper, and kept in the hands of the Merchant and 
urer z it was, he faid, fo imperfect “as to make fuch 


a Bill 
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Lord Stor- 
monte 
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a Bill as tne prefent abfolutely neceflary ; and he 
fervet that it was peculiarly proper, at a peric 

ut to extend our commerce, and in ai P 
req re the induftry and ability of ail our artifans, 
manufacturers. 

Lord Stormont declared, he had not meant to} 
word on the Bill, for he had not as yet made up 
the qucftion, whether a Bill of Infolvency migh 
framed as to make it fit to pafs that Houfe, and 
fhould not vote at all. With regard to the Bill 
Houfe, it was in its prefent form, his Lordfhip fa 
wild, extravagant, and improper, of any Bill he} 
on the fubject. He proceeded to point out objectior 
parts of the Bill, and entered into a comparifon 
Bonorum of the Scotch law, as practifed in that 
kingdom, with the feeble imitation of it contained 
He declared the claufe about fugitives to be highl 
able, and faid, its clear purport was to encouras 
get away with their creditors property, fince, if t 
breathe the pure air of France at Boulogne, or i 
town, and get intoxicated with French wine (as 
had feen ther- do) inftead of going into gaol, they 
an indemnity by the Bill. He fpoke in terms of h 
ment of the reform of the Laws of Imprifonment fi 
the Lord Chancellor had hintéd at, and faid, th 
been no more than a rough íketch, it was a fketch 
of a gmafter, by the hand of the Noble and Learne 
had it in his power to complete the bufinefs ; an 
confider it as a pledge that the Noble and Learned 

it at fome future period, when his leifure f 
Lordfhip reprobated all Lills of Infolvency, as ope 
to grofs fraud, and encouraging men to run in 
after hoping thag the BiH would not pafs in its pi 
he concluded with declaring, that, ludicrous asi 
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“IM: Speaker addreffc:! bi. M wey c= roon me he « 

Bar, and ftated, that he had hro.ght er swith hin: 
by wiuet: the b¥oufe uf Commens had prantiod Cae 
en additionai fuj-ply. He faid, ii was with the h | «fi f. 
faction that his Majefty’s facwsful. Commons tsd I S 
provide for the fervices of the Current year, wi’ Ut be 
obliged te have recourfe <3 ony mew loan. Fi: catia 
Yakewrte, the. th: Houfe had attended to the a: ier 
which ':°s M jefty bad lately recommended, anc | . iin: 
moufly w tea the sec: Vary arorik m for = diinguk <c- Sy 
of his o...n faniily. He then proceectd to enurievate 
tran{acticns of ‘he Sefiions, mearly in the order in vw oich 
had ben ecer mendeg tc -heir atte:-tion-by i-is Nia, oii, tr 
Speecn ft: um the Throne. [fe aid, thev had eaken ccon 
furer as anpe:rcd to them vo fikeiy to carı © inte: eif ot 
feveral wi'cles ans eonditic:.¢. the Treacy oi “<vigation 
Comnucics which his Majotty had concluded aitih the I 
QHhrifien King: T hat the State of the Revenue t : eng: 
their mew. conftent atiention, ad 1: had beer: ane pci 
fect wit’ chorn to Geur- i in fuch a manreras culd 
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